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Review of the Prizes and Studentships 1931 
BY T. A. DARCY BRADDELL [F.] 

[Read before the Royal Institute of British Architects on Monday, 5 January 1931] 


THE PRESIDENT, SIR BANISTER 


AST year my predecessor in office, Mr. W. H. 

Ansell, in an amusing foreword to his masterly 

criticism, said that the essential equipment of 
the ‘‘ compleat critick”’ is an unassailable sense of 
superiority over mankind. I find myself in cordial 
agreement with him, but I must say at once that the 
reason why I have the courage to stand before you 
to-night in the capacity of critic must be attributed to 
other causes. I cannot imagine that there can be 
anyone in this room who is either young enough or 
innocent enough to believe that the many pearls of 
wisdom which will fall from my lips to-night could 
possibly be attributed to the efforts of my own unaided 
brain. For any one single individual to attempt to 
give a reasoned criticism on subjects so diverse as, for 
example, a design for the colour decoration of the 
inside of a private chapel, a set of measured drawings 
of Gothic architecture, a modern hospital, a municipal 
palace in Italy, an English essay and the planning and 
building of a great shipping office—why he would need 
the brains of a Leonardo. No! I do not claim 
superiority over any single one of you in the audience. 
Shall | be an incompetent critic then? I sincerely 
hope not. Let me explain to you why. It is because 


‘ 


FLETCHER, F.S.A., IN THE CHAIR. 


I conceive myself a kind of gramophone record (with 
a few scratches on it) whose function it is to give you 
in concise form the collective wisdom, the critical 
acumen of many others, far abler than I am, the jurors 
themselves. Perhaps occasionally, if I feel on safe 
ground, I may throw in a remark or two of my own, 
Whenever you hear anything with which you pro- 
foundly disagree, that will almost certainly be pure 
ME. With your minds then safely disabused of any 
ideas you may have hitherto entertained of sitting at 
the feet of an intellectual demi-god, I can attack the 
awe-inspiring task which lies before me with a light 
heart. 

I propose to take the Victory Scholarship first. 
This year there were 47 entries in the preliminary 
examination, of which 18 survived the final. The 
subject set was a Military Academy for two hundred 
cadets on a commanding site overlooking a river. For 
purposes of organisation the cadets were grouped in 
eight houses of 25. Common to the whole academy 
there was to be a chapel, memorial hall, gymnasium, 
mess and parade ground. The site chosen faced 
south-east, about 1,200 feet long by 600 wide, and 
fell 1 in 40 across its width. 





128 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 


To the north the ground rose sharply to hilly 
countryside, while to the south it descended to a wide 
river with a main road and railway on the north side 
running approximately parallel to the river. The 
programme asked for more attention to be given to 
architectural composition as a whole than to technical 
details, and to the production of a design of architec- 
tural character worthy of the subject. It was the 
intention of the promoters who set the programme for 
the road and railway to be interpreted as being north 
of the site, but owing to loose wording, only one out 
of the 18 competitors read it in this way, and for all 
the good it did him he might just as well have followed 
suit with the rest. Had anyone had the imagination 
to realise what the site lent itself to, if interpreted in 
the manner it was intended to be, he could have pro- 
duced a far more interesting design than any that were 
submitted. The southern aspect of the whole com- 
position of the buildings, instead of being viewed from 
a road might have dropped sheer into a countryside 
through which flowed a wide and gleaming river. It 
is not difficult to picture the striking composition of fine 
telling skylines rising boldly above steep walls that 
might have ensued. The landscape could either have 
been assumed the wild and desolate moorland of the 
North, in which case there could have been a great 


opportunity for a vigorous treatment in stone, or if 


the gentler meadowland of the south were preferred 
then something a little suaver, possibly in white- 
washed and stuccoed brick, whose softened contours 
would be gilded by the rays of a more powerful sun. 
I would like to suggest to students that when they 
are entering for a prize where composition and archi- 
tectural character are both particularly asked for as 
they are here, it is well worth taking a chance on the 
interpretation of a site. It cannot always be done, 
obviously not if a sketch diagram is supplied, but here 
where there was a case of ambiguity it certainly 
could. One reading gave a tremendous opportunity 
for anyone bold enough to seize it, the other 
merely an everyday affair of not half so interesting 
a character. 

In these days when the thought of war is looked 
upon with horror by all sane-minded people, we may 
be permitted to wonder if competitors were really in 
sympathy with the choice of a military academy as a 
subject for design. For the fact remains that the 
prevailing impression which will strike most people, 
when they walk round and examine the designs, will be 
how curiously unmilitary nearly all of them are. 

No doubt, it is not easy for a student of architecture 
to picture himself a military cadet, but it was absolutely 
necessary for him to do so if he wanted to produce a 
successful design. An architect must be in really close 
touch with the life of the people who are going to 
inhabit his buildings. If that point had only been 


10 January 15 31 


realised some of the more egregious follies could |\.ve 
been avoided. 

As a notable case in point, how few competiiors, 
four in all to be exact, have grasped the importance of 
getting as large a parade ground as possible. Some 
seemed to have confused a military parade with one 
at the seaside and have allotted spaces where a gentle 
perambulation round and round arm-in-arm would 
appear to be indicated. One competitor has cven 
gone to the length of putting some central featur~ in 
the middle of a very small square. He certainly has 
never tried to drill two hundred lusty young men. 
They occupy when on the move a quite incredible 
amount of space. This then was one of the essential 
features of a good plan, to get as large an unbroken 
space as possible for the parade ground. The next 
important consideration was the position of the cadets’ 
houses, eight in all. ‘The proper place for these was 
somewhere along the north side of the site, where they 
could then get a south aspect over the parade ground 
and be as far from the road as possible. There is not 
room to put all eight comfortably in one line, unless 
they be arranged end on like headers in brickwork 
which is obviously bad because it is the wrong treat- 
ment for the gradient of the site and gives the fewest 
number of rooms a south and open aspect. Yet it was 
important to have all these cadets’ houses grouped 
together and with adequate spaces for ventilation round 
each block. The winner, “ Barney” (Mr. Brian B. 
Lewis), has solved his problem very nicely. What he 
did was to align his eight houses all in a row and then 
give the order: ‘‘ Even numbers two paces to the 
rear, March!” A most intelligent use of military 
drill, which by the way has also been followed but 
not quite so neatly by “ Big” (Miss Hilary Archer). 

Then there are two large buildings, the memorial 
hall and the chapel, both clearly demanding lofty 
ceilings. ‘The hall is to seat 400 with a stage suitable 
for plays, and as there is a library and museum asked 
for in the accommodation required, these last three 
can well be designed in one group, with the memorial 
hall as the centre building and the library and museum 
treated as flankers on either side. The chapel is the 
House of God and this should stand quite alone in a 
position that is suitably aloof for its office and to 
balance it, as more than one competitor has done, 
with the gymnasium is therefore ungodly. Indeed, 
one can go so far as to say that to try and balance any 
two buildings of widely different functions is invariably 
a mistake. 

There are, in addition, two other important blocks 
which clearly differentiate themselves; one is the 
school with its lecture theatre, class rooms, and 
laboratories, and the other is the mess with its ante- 
rooms and kitchens. It is convenient to have these 
two blocks reasonably close to one another and wise 
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DESIGN FOR 


to put them within view of but not too close to the 
main gates where, of course, the guard house must be 
placed. Administrative quarters, consisting of orderly 
rooms, adjutant, armoury and quartermaster’s office 
need only be one-storey buildings and must certainly 
be near the guard house. They have no architectural 
significance. 

Finally there was the gymnasium and swimming 
pool, ‘That was a building which as far as convenience 
was concerned could be put anywhere, at the far end 
of the parade ground if necessary, anywhere, as long 
as it did not compete with units such as the chapel or 
the memorial hall. Now a word about the general 
composition. Competitors who tried to establish 
two axes made a fatal mistake. 

The slope of the ground runs across the site from 
North to South; the main road where the principal 
entrance must be runs parallel with the site, conse- 
quently the first view of the groups of buildings is not 
seen down the length but across the width. I think 
this can best be explained by looking at three plans. 
The first, the winner, has realised the proper way to 
handle the gradient of the site ; the other two have not. 

In the winning plan, by “ Barney,” there is a drop 
of 15 feet across the site to the road. All the chief 





" 3a RTT : Sates 5 AA ar sa ere vee: me 
state noe 4 


POEL LE REO i LOO BN CRORE OR a 











4 








4 Mitirary ACADEMY. 


By Mr. Brian B. Lewis 


Awarded the Victory Scholarship 


PLAN. 


interest of the composition is focused along that main 
axial line. Observe that no attempt is made to make 
the sides balance. Also note the unbroken extent of 
the parade ground. We will return to this plan again 
and consider it in greater detail soon. 

Here is a very prettily drawn paper pattern of a 
plan by ‘ Chim.” It however, no use for the 
solution of this particular problem. The slope of the 
ground runs across and not along the length of the site. 
‘The guard house and main entrance are not planned on 
the main road as they ought to be. 

The hall is balanced with the gymnasium and 
incidentally designed on exactly similar lines. There 
is obviously a lack of feeling in doing that. The 
gymnasium is a purely functional building, the hall 
is not. It is presumably “ In Memoriam” of past 
great deeds of gallantry and self-sacrifice. 

The site is wasted, a very small proportion given to 
the parade ground and the rest a garden that is out of 
place for its surroundings. All this false symmetry 
comes about by not thinking at all of the real purpose 
of the design, which is to provide a school for two 
hundred young men to learn to be upright, God-fearing 
soldiers. 

Here is the third plan. 


1S, 
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It is part of a beautiful set of drawings by “‘ Avo. 
He has obviously spent a great amount of time 
and thought upon them. Unfortunately, it has been 
directed in the wrong channel. He, too, makes 
the mistake of forcing a long axis falling 
ground, His cadets’ houses are arranged round 
the chapel. That is bad for two reasons: the 
houses all have varying aspects, some gloomy, some 
well lit, and the fact that they are grouped round 
the chapel suggests a theological college and not 
a military ! Here, too, see how inade- 


across 


academy ! 
quate the parade ground is! No room to move. 
The memorial hall is fabulously wasteful in plan. He 
has a fine important flagstaff which is all to the good. 

So much, then, for the planning of the buildings on 
the gradient. 

Now a word or two about architectural character. 
A military academy ought to suggest something aloof, 
something of the ruling class about it. Remember 
all these cadets are going to be officers. At the same 
time it must be rather Spartan in feeling because 
armies live on discipline. So the buildings must be 
disciplined too, ‘They must be simple of their kind, 
but not have the simplicity of a tin biscuit box. 
Soldiers are conservative and armies have great 
traditions behind them, so it is important that the 
buildings should have a marked sense of a debt to the 
past behind them, too. 

Think how perfectly Wren realised and felt all this 
when he designed the Chelsea Hospital, which is surely 
one of the best military buildings in the world. I am 
not suggesting that a design based on the Wren mannei 
is the proper answer, but I do suggest that something 
with the spirit of that great building of his might 
be. I like ‘‘ Rrbaso’s”’ (Mr. John V. Nisbet) con- 
ception for its character. It is not nearly so well 
designed as the mature, 
but to me it speaks more than any other 
drawing on the walls. For example: look at the 
placing of his flagstaff, which he rightly realises 
is a most important feature where soldiers are con 
cerned, It stands triumphantly in the 
of all his principal buildings and in front of his 
administration. He has had his eye, too, on the 
pageantry of a march past, for he has the best saluting 
base of any of the competitors, arranged with the 
flagstaff behind it in the centre of a long raised plot 
so that there is plenty of room for visitors to get a 
good view of the battalion going by. nother essential 
point to grasp is the relative importance viewed from 
the military angle of the buildings themselves. Here, 
again, if the competitor would only put himself in the 
shoes of the cadet, it wouldn’t be difficult, for example, 
to avoid the mistake of treating the memorial hall in 
the same relation that, say, a cathedral bears to its 
Certainly the hall is an important building, 


winner’s. not nearly so 


* soldier 


very centre 


close. 
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and due notice must be taken of it; but there 
scale in all things, which should prevent it from he 
made ten times as important as the rest of the acade: 
put together, as one or two competitors seem to ft 
it should be. 

However, I think enough has been said about 
general problem. I now propose to show you 
detail the designs of the winner and the two honoura 
mentions, 


CRITICISMS. 


The winning design is by “* Barney.’ The merits 


of his design are, first, that the proper treatment of 
the gradient has been used. The largest open space 
has been obtained for the parade ground. The cadets’ 
houses are very well placed. They have plenty of 


space about them—they all get a good view: thie 
largest number of rooms in each house looking south. 

The principal buildings have been given their 
proper weight in the relative scale of their importance 
and they have been well expressed architecturally. 
Very satisfactory scale has been kept, in fact, throug! 
out the whole design. The fact of the chapel bhe- 
ing the first principal building to be seen from the 
main entrance is questionable on the ground that 
this is a military academy and not, as I have 
already mentioned, a theological college. The west 
end, where the gymnasium has been placed, is rather 
loose and the composition falls away when looked at 
in that direction. ‘The position of the saluting base 
is poor because it has no particular significance. It 
is a beautifully drawn set. The half-inch detail 
which shows the entrance to the chapel is marred 
a door that is only equalled in impudence by the 
expression of the cadet that stands in front of it. T’ 
large arch ought to be increased in the depth of its 
It would look very thin if carried out as it is 
This is unquestionably the best design sent 
in and well deserves the Victory Prize. 

No. 18, ‘‘ Big,” has received an honourable mention. 
The plan is very much on the same lines as the 
winner’s, but it is not so well thought out or so 
neatly arranged, notably at the east junction of 
the cadets’ houses with the adjacent mess _ build 


= 


ic 


drawn. 


The saluting base, too, like the winner’s, is 
placed in too insignificant a spot. This competitor 
has also felt the difficulty of shutting the west end of 
his composition and has met with no better success 
than did the winner in his attempt. Otherwise, in 
the provision of a large unimpeded parade ground and 
the disposition of the buildings on the gradient, this 


ings. 


design has been made on sound lines in every wavy. 
The elevations are not as attractive, nor is the char- 
acter of the separate buildings so well expressed. ‘The 
chapel reminds one rather of an airship shed and has 


} 


the feeling of a building in concrete, whereas the half- 
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h detail appears to indicate brick as the material in 
nd. The use of Norman ornament is out of place, 
d what is the meaning of the curious upright emblem 
hich stands in front of the memorial hall? It 
ms intentionally hideous, but if so, what esoteric 
urpose does it serve? The drawings are very 
lily and neatly presented. The whole scheme falls a 
ng way behind “ Barney’s” but is well worth the 
nourable mention it gets. 
No. 9, “ Ribazo,’ has already been referred 
for the soldierly qualities he shows. The plan 
well balanced and the site successfully laid 
it. There is a fine parade ground. 


suses are grouped in a_ block to the east. 


[his is not so good an arrangement as the previous 


pair's. Only the two most southerly houses have an 
open view, the rest just look at each other. The 
arranging of an approach to the mess and administra- 
tive quarters from the north as well as across the parade 
ground is good, and thought has been shown in the 
provision of a small car park for the use of the mess 
and administrative quarters. 

This competitor is not nearly so experienced a 
draughtsman as ‘ Barney’ and has not given his 
elevations their best chance. His details are crude, 
and he does not seem quite to have made up his mind 
whether he wants his buildings to be modern or 
academic. He has, however, successfully avoided all 
fatal errors either in scale or the handling of the gradi- 
ents or the relative importance of the positions of his 
buildings. His design is full of character and I am 
very glad the jurors gave him an honourable mention. 

Now for a few words about the remainder. 

Competitors must have understood by now the 
main points that are material to the success of any 
scheme put forward and so have realised where they 
I do not therefore propose to reiterate 
make, the importance of 


have failed. 
in every criticism I may 


those basic principles of (1) the proper treatment of 


the gradient and the avoidance of attempting to form 
axes Where no axes naturally occur, and (2) the neces- 
sity of providing as large a parade ground as it is 
possible to obtain. No design which did not recognise 
both these principles was seriously considered for an 
instant by the jurors. 

\ll I propose now to do is to pass on to you a few 
comments I made in my note book when I examined 
the designs and I can assure everybody that I have 
examined every drawing with the greatest of care. 

If what I have to say seems unkind or superior, please 
believe me it is not meant in that hateful spirit. 1 
know only too well how hard everybody has worked 
and what hopes and fears they have sustained these 
months past. We are all aware of how easy it is to 
pick holes in somebody else’s work and be wise after 
the event. Unfortunately for me that is my business 
to-night and I am going to carry it through ruthlessly. 


The cadets’ 
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Making the tour round the walls and moving clock- 
wise from No. 1, the winner, we come to— 

“ Cire”’ This competitor looks upon the whole 
field of military endeavour with abhorrence. He 
does not approve of battalion parade, otherwise 
he wouldn’t have designed a small square with 
a centre feature in it for his parade ground. He 
sows discord among the cadets by splitting them into 
two camps. He also disaffects their officers by giving 
them houses, some of which are comfortably placed 
and others the very reverse. He puts administration 
as far from his guard house as possible, and plans a 
pair of gatekeeper’s cottages for the guard, thus 
laughing at discipline. He openly flouts Holy Church 
by giving his gymnasium a position of exactly the 
same importance as his chapel, but the planning of his 
memorial hall, library and museum with the approach 
to them through the peace of a courtyard, is imaginative 
and to be commended. 

‘* Betty’ has provided a fine big parade ground, 
but likes her cadets to drill in’ secret, for she 
has surrounded it with a_ thick belt of trees, 
through which there are no apparent entrances or 
exits. In fact, secrecy pervades her whole design. 
It is like the maze at Hampton Court—you never 
know what you are going to come on to next. By 
placing her buildings one in front of the other she 
has successfully prevented you from having a good 
look at any one of them. ‘The first sight which meets 
the eye on entering the main gates is the back of the 
memorial hall, and so that you shall have no doubt it 
is the back ‘* Betty” has designed it in the form of 
an immense unbroken wall, nearly square in shape. 
She has, however, had the nice feeling to keep her 
chapel apart, and has planned an impressive entrance 
to it. 

* Lilliburlero”’ has used the brick header principle 
for his cadets’ parade ground is 
poor. He has stood no nonsense about their 
relative importance or architectural expression from 
any of his principal buildings, because he has 
lumped the whole lot into one composite group, with 
the result that visitors going to dine in the mess may 
easily find themselves sitting down in the chapel, for 
there is no difference worth noticing in the external 


houses. His 


appearance of either building. 

“ Scrap” has made an axis on the wrong 
line, and like ‘ Lilltburlero” has planned all 
his important buildings in one, large block, but 
he is more devotional, for he has at least kept his 
chapel apart. ‘This he has surrounded with cadets’ 
houses, some of which look south, others north, and 
two east—not a good plan. His parade ground is 
inadequate. 

‘“ Ubique”’ is very well named, for his design 
is certainly ‘‘ all overthe shop.”” He hasn’t understood 
his gradient and has never made up his mind which 
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way he wants you to look. He plans an immense 
block with the memorial hall in the centre of it, 
puts the whole of his school buildings to one side 
and tries to balance them with administration on 
the other, clearly showing he has lost his sense of 
scale both of architectural expression and common- 
sense. Opposite this block, the ungodly fellow has 
actually stood the chapel and gymnasium side by side 
but with their toes turned in. The disposition of his 
cadets’ houses and his officers’ houses makes them all 
look as though they had dined too well in the mess, 
against which they seem most naturally to lean. He 
also has a lamentably inadequate parade ground. His 
half-inch detail is his chief redeeming feature. 

“* Voortrekker’’, so as to be in no doubt, has 
peppered buildings round his. site. His chapel 
stands in the centre of one side with six little houses, 
three on each side, to set it off. His cadets’ houses 
are ‘‘ I,” shaped and look in all directions, and 
his efforts to balance the last pair when they reach the 
buildings are praise- 

His composition is weak, and his buildings 


school more ingenious than 
worthy. 
are poverty stricken, both in design and imagination. 
I fear this competitor is not yet up to Victory standard 
and the subject was above his head. 

“ Yay” is the only competitor who has taken the 
road and railway as north of the site. This has 
enabled him to bring one important block of buildings 
sheer down on to the outer walls, which is all to the 
good. He has unfortunately made a number of 
other mistakes, notably in the placing of his cadets’ 
houses, and his grouping together in one block of 
chapel, gymnasium and memorial hall, in the order 
given. His school is uncomfortably close to the main 
gates. He has a very fair parade ground. This 
design might have been so much better. 

“* Byps”” 
is for the purpose of a military academy, can only 
This competitor 


has made a lay-out which, considering it 


be described as positively foolish. 
a large 


provides a space about the size and shape of 
] 
1 


carriage sweep for a parade ground and wastes what 
remains with another preposterously conflicting lay- 
out. He makes an axis where there shouldn’t be 
one, and plans his cadets’ houses like Ubigue,”’ 
but in this case they lead to a chapel. 

“Chim.” This plan has already been shown and 
its weaknesses explained. The character of the school 
block is good. It looks soldierly but the architectural 
expression of the other buildings is not always 
properly felt. For example, the side elevation of the 
hall and gymnasium are identical. But we have 
already spoken about that. 

“* Enilorac”’? has made a very bad use of the 
ground and the same mistakes as so many others, a 
very small parade ground, the wrong axis marked, 
the site overpowered with unnecessarily large build- 
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ings. With the exception of some funny little 
pavilions wearing tin hats, the architectural character 
is wholly unmilitary, and looks more suitable to a 
biscuit factory. However, he has made a very nice 
presentable set of drawings to illustrate it. 

“ Tryfan” has designed a perfectly charming 
secondary school with no consideration whatever 
either for the character or the needs of a military 
academy. It is full of courtyards and tranquillity, 
and is obviously the product of a contemplative 
mind who understands and appreciates leisure. This 
competitor promises to be a very good domestic 


’ 


architect. 

‘ dvo” has spent much time on his drawings and 
they are very good and carefully worked out, but un- 
fortunately the plan as we have seen exhibited on the 
screen is based on wrong principles. There is no 
military character expressed in his buildings, but they 
are competently designed and their scale well kept. 

‘ Ego” has overwhelmed his design with the tower 
of the memorial hall which is all out of scale 
with its importance to the rest of the academy. 
He has committed the same faults of planning and 
design already enumerated in many other cases, 
Incidentally, he refers to a cadet’s house as a“ student’s 
hostel.” It is a small point, but it gives a good 
indication of his attitude to a military academy. 

‘ Rookie”’ uses the bad “ header” plan for his 
cadets’ houses. He also has the bad taste to balance 
his chapel with his mess. His parade ground is 
absurd, and he seems to have very vague ideas on 
the subject of a saluting base and its purpose. He has 
tried to work the wrong axis. His architectural 
character is not military enough, being too refined. A 
nice set of drawings. 

‘“* Aphrodite”? seems to have been studying very 
modern German architecture, with the result that 
her academy looks like the last word in tenement 
This form of expression is very well when 
applied to one-storey buildings, such as her ad- 
ministrative quarters, but gets monotonous when 
carried through to the chapel, memorial hall and 
gymnasium, all of which look remarkably alike. ‘The 
plan suffers from many mistakes already enumerated, 
notably the cadets’ houses and the smallness of the 
A pity the scheme isn’t as attractive 


design. 


parade ground, 
as the drawings. 

This brings my review of this year’s Victory Scholar- 
ship to a close. 


PUGIN. 


The next prize I propose to consider so that we may 
have a change from the problematical to the definite is 
the Pugin. Only two competitors have entered for 
this famous prize. Either of them was quite good 
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ough to win in any normal year and while offering 
lr. While my very heartiest congratulations, I must, 
the same time, tender deepest sympathies to the 
runner-up, Mr. Spence. I am sure that everyone in 
the room will agree with me in doing so. Both com- 
;etitors have undoubtedly submitted very fine sets of 
drawings and much time was spent by the jurors in a 
ery careful and minute examination of them before 
they made their final award. The winner has shown 
jot only a remarkable knowledge of Gothic construc- 
on but a general intellectual appreciation of the wide 
ramifications of Gothic building and craftsmanship. 
His measured drawings clearly show that. ‘There is a 
large proportion of serious study to be found in all of 
them. The introduction of isometric projection in his 
fine sheet, No. 1, which illustrates the spire of All 
Hallows, York, is a most commendable departure 
from routine, just as are the colour notes which both 
competitors have supplied to illustrate objects where 
colour is the main interest. At first sight Mr. While’s 
draughtsmanship appears a little rough and crude, but 
oncloser inspection it is very far from being so. It is true 
that it lacks the sparkle and spotless brilliance of Mr. 
Spence’s, but if anyone doubts the winner’s capacity 
to draw sensitively let him just examine the illustration 
of the bosses in Beverley Minster shown at the bottom 
of Sheet No. 4. There you have a most exquisite 
and feeling interpretation of a subject that might in 
lesser hands, because of its intricacy, so easily have 
been rendered formless. 
Mr. Spence, the runner-up, has obviously got 
His per- 


all the qualities of a first class illustrator. 
spective sketches suggest they are made more from 
that angle, most brilliantly and effectively made let 
me add, than from the one of a pure devotee of Gothic 


architecture. To apply the adjective “‘ commonplace ” 
to anyone who has made such a collection of technically 
brilliant drawings, drawings which I have already said 
are quite worthy of winning the Pugin in any ordinary 
vear, must be and is harsh. But for all that, it exactly 
explains the reason why he has lost the prize. He had 
the cruel misfortune to meet a rarer bird in the archi- 
tectural cockpit. 
THE OwEN JONES. 

From the Pugin we will pass on to another 
competitor ’’ Prize, the Owen Jones. It is a most 
remarkable fact what a poor “‘ draw ”’ this rich prize 
has to students. Only four entered the preliminary 
knock-out. You would have thought in these days 
when half the fashionable world appears to have gone 
mad on interior decoration and rich amateurs are 
setting up decorators’ shops in shoals, it might be well 
worth students’ while to enter in far larger numbers 
than they do for a competition which solely concerns 
colour. Apart from this more sordid aspect of the 
case, it seems to me to afford such an entrancing oppor- 
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tunity for the display of imagination in the use of 
colour and for the study of decorative materials, both 
old and new, in all their values and relationships. The 
subject set this year was the interior of a Private Chapel. 
The Roman Catholic faith, providing as it does for a 
more sensuous and elaborate use of ceremonial than 
the somewhat puritanical Church of England alto- 
gether approves, was wisely chosen as the one favoured 
for use. The programme did not ask for an exercise 
in archeology, but left the competitor quite deliber- 
ately with a free hand. 

On the whole, the winner, “Blenheim” (Miss Frances 
Barker, A.R.I.B.A.), can be congratulated on producing 
quite an interesting scheme, well up to the usual level of 
this competition. She has used, as Owen Jones would 
have liked her to do, a large number of different 
decorative materials. She has put these to their 
proper use, and has spaced them well. Her scale 
throughout is consistent. ‘The scheme of colour she has 
adopted is American—rich and sober. I like her for 
thinking of using glass bricks for her windows, but | 
suggest that had she gone to the extent of moulding 
them in some slightly subdued pattern, which should 
be both rhythmic and intriguing, she would have much 
enhanced their effect. Anybody who has seen the 
great doors made up of such moulded glass bricks in 
M. Lalique’s atelier in Paris will, I think, bear me out. 
I am not in agreement either that the leaving of the 
side walls which contain these windows entirely with- 
out colour will be a success. Although I appreciate 
that they form a very fine foil to the walls and ceiling, 
I feel that the contrast would be too intense. A narrow 
band of colour running directly below the windows 
might just make the necessary link. ‘The panels below 
the windows would be improved with something in 
them, perhaps the stations of the cross in low relief 
with possibly some parts of the sculpture gilt. The 
altar is not nearly sufficiently well considered, and 
ought to be far richer. Standing as it does framed 
against the shadows of the curved background of the 
apse, with its sombre golden mosaics, it clearly de- 
mands to be the most highly keyed note of the whole 
scheme. It should be glittering like a jewel. The 
winner states in her report that at night artificial light 
is diffused from the arch which crosses the chancel, but 
omits to explain precisely how this desirable effect 
is to be obtained. She left jurors in doubt as to 
whether the arch is made up of some translucent sub- 
stance, in which case she does not mention what, or 
whether she means the light to come through the panels 
of glass bricks she may have inserted for this purpose. 
I credit her myself with the last intention. Then, 
again, in her report describing the floor, she merely tells 
us it is made of marble, but gives no further details. 
The particular varieties she intended should, of course, 
have been specified. The design of the floor, by the 
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way, is one of the best things i ie whole scheme. 


The way the pattern, as seen from the west end of the 


chapel, is made to take the eye quietly but irresistibly 
to the altar is excellent. Competitors need not be 
frightened of writing a report on their scheme and 
making it as full as they like. I can assure them from 
personal experience the jurors take the most tremen- 
dous trouble in assessing these competitions, and they 
will certainly read it. Short and bare as ‘* Blenheim’s”’ 
written statement is, it tells us more about his scheme 
than “ Moth” does about his, for he remains quite 
Voth 43 


silent and does not send in a report at all 


has submitted a delicately drawn, very pretty but 
frivolous scheme for the subject set. He seems to 
regard paint as the chief means of architectural 
expression in colour decoration. He has charming 
taste, and I should like to see a chic little restaurant 


carried out by him. He would, I am sure, make an 
enchanting job of it, but he is hardly ready for the 
riches of a private chapel. 


ALFRED Bossom. 


We must now turn to something sterner, the Alfred 
Bossom Travelling Studentship. 
medal and {250. It is for the encouragement of the 
study of Commercial Architecture in America. There 
is only one entry for it this year, and that has not been 
considered good enough to win the prize, but it has, 


Chis prize is a gold 


however, been awarded a silver medal. ‘The subject 


I'l} 


Prize. ‘* Piazza” 


set was the head offices of a shipping company in the 
heart of the shipping district, city unspecified. ‘The 
schedule looked a pretty formidable document. The 
site had streets on three sides of it, but was compli- 
cated by the fact that a bank was already occupying 
the important corner. ‘There were further difficulties 
to be coped with of ancient lights belonging to various 
neighbours. In addition to the drawings, which are 
only part of the scheme, a complete report had to be 
submitted, with a statement of building costs, estimate 
of time occupied by the preparation of drawings, 
quantities and specification, length of time likely to 
elapse before the owner can profitably take possession, 
a return of estimated rentals per square foot and per 
floor, and much other detail of a commercial nature. 
[n fact, a document to be laid before a committee of 
hard-headed citizens, and one that would be likely to 
inspire confidence in the ability of the architect. Here 
is where ‘* Columbus”? (Mr. H. J. Tanton, A.R.1I.B.A.) 
broke down. His report was no value whatever to the 
promoters of the scheme, and would certainly have 
lost him his job. ‘There is nothing on which the finan- 
ciers could base an estimate of return on their outlay, 
and the lines as laid down in the programme are 
disregarded or not thought worthy of attention. 

The estimates for time, two-and-a-half months for 
drawings and specification and receipt of tenders are 
more than optimistic. Five is probably nearer the mark. 
One year for carrying out the building is equally absurd. 
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The foundation problem alone would put his time 
right out. His scheme calls for a retaining wall 20 feet 
minimum height, which would have to be done in 
trench, and because of the three streets this trench 
could not be taken out all at once. ‘The nasty snag of 
the bank which stood so irritatingly in the corner was 
got over by a magnificent stroke on the part of 
* Columbus.’ Like a player at that nefarious game of 
baccarat he bought it! He apologises for his action 
in his report and assures the jurors that he could see no 
other way of getting out of the trouble. Unfortunately, 
however, the jurors did not quite see eye to eye with him 
about that. 

Apart from this very important question of the 
inadequacy of the report, there are plenty of criticisms 
to be made on the drawings submitted. There is the 
excessive height of the building. There is the fact that 
accommodation asked for is not always given, too much 
corridor space has been used and too many exits for 
ease of control. 

The great hall is hardly light enough by day for 
office use. ‘The two main stairs projecting as they do 
into the hall rob this chamber of much of its dignity 
and privacy. The head room of the entrance to it 
under the staircase is at most seven feet, lower than 


E3 


the doors from the clerks’ spaces. Then you have the 
disregard of public rights on the pavement at the angle 
of the bank where a column has been placed. I nter- 
nally the low heights of the offices for letting, some 
23 feet deep and the small size of the windows are to be 
criticized. Again the comfort of the directors’ rooms 
has not been considered. ‘There is no privacy, any 
member of the public can walk straight into a director’s 
private room with no check. 

With the absence of competition and all these 
criticisms to be borne in mind, I think the jurors have 
come to the only decision they could in not giving 
“ Columbus’ the full award. They recognise his pluck 
for entering this difficult competition and the hard 
work he has put into it with a silver medal, which we 
hope will spur him on to a better try next time. 


GRISSELL. 

From a shipping office to a shop with business 
premises over is a natural step, so let us consider the 
Grissell Prize. ‘There are four entries and like the 
Bossom it has not been awarded. ‘This prize is pri- 
marily for the encouragement of construction. The 
site given in the programme was nearly square with 
other properties on three sides and a principal street 





J 


in front. 
a window space with a clear span of not less than 
35 feet. The height of the facade was not to exceed 
80 feet from the pavement to the top of the parapet 
wall and a flat roof was asked for. 


The shop was to have its own entrance and 


Of the four competitors : 

‘“* Lobster’’ ruined an otherwise feasible and well- 
drawn scheme by planning his communications and 
services at the expense of some of the most valuable 
renting space. Particularly noticeable in the restricted 
area remaining to the shop and in the placing of 
lavatories on the front facade in the typical floor 
plan. 

“ Ace’’ produced the best plan, but his elevational 
and constructional designs are not of sufficiently high 
standard to merit the award. 

‘ Forma” produced the most alive and interesting 
scheme of the lot, but his planning of stair and 
landings from the point of view of economic sub- 
letting is at fault. The construction of his front eleva- 
tion was extravagant, giving poor lighting to the offices 
behind, which have an unsatisfactory approach from 
the street. 

‘“* Droog”’ sacrificed his lighting to his elevation, the 
heads of the windows are too far from the ceilings. 
His plan is wasteful, too much space devoted to non- 
rentable services, making the scheme uneconomic. 

Speaking in general the quality of the entries for this 
medal were more encouraging, but the competitors, 
with the exception of ‘ dce,’’ did not make the best use 
of the peculiarities of the site. 

THe SAXON SNELL PRIZI 

Is offered for the encouragement of the study of 
hospitals. ‘This year it has been awarded to Mr. 
Herbert Jackson who has submitted drawings for a 
vast, ambitious project. It is no less than the incorpora- 
tion of a medical school, such as one might find in a 
university, with a general receiving hospital. He 
could not have made a more convincing proof of the 
undesirability of such a scheme. One has but to 
look at the drawings to realise how unwieldy it would 
become if ever carried out, which, judging from the 
elevations, God forbid! ‘That the winner possesses 
much real knowledge of hospital planning is evident, 
too evident in fact, for he has put all he knows on to 
paper, making a real embarras de richesse for himself 
and his scheme. 

The jurors were agreed that, as far as it is possible 
to do so, on account of the difficulties arising from its 
bulk, the project was well laid out. Sharing my 


views on the subject of chapels, they do not like the 
position Mr. Jackson gives to his, right in the heart 
of the building with space occupied by other rooms on 
top of it. 


Doctors, nurses and patients alike should 
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DESIGN FOR THE TITE PRIZE. 


all have easy access to it which they don’t get. Turn- 
ing to other details of general convenience, there are 
a number of interminable corridors, improperly lit, 
and unventilated. The ward blocks, too, lack ventila- 
tion, for they would be greatly improved by being cut 
off from each other by cross ventilated lobbies, 

‘The ease of vertical communication is urged in thy 
report but if the plan is examined there are not nearly 
enough lifts to ensure it. ‘The out-patients’ depart- 
ment is badly placed on the general plan, and in the 
complexity of its detail, Mr. Jackson has forgotten the 
class of individual who has to find his way about these 
places. 

The large scale drawing which shows the surround- 
ings to the operating theatre is at fault in the planning 
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of the circulation. A surgeon should not have to 
pass through a lobby to reach his operating theatre, 
neither is the passage of a patient undergoing an 
operation properly arranged. The order of com- 
munication should — be Anzsthetic—Operating 
Theatre—Recovery Room. These are some of the 
criticisms to be found, but in spite of them it is 
reasonably certain that Mr. Jackson will one day plan 





THE PRIZES AND STUDENTSHIPS, 193 139 


a very good hospital, only I do hope he will try to 
make it look a little more human and kindly than this 
one, 


Essay PRIZE. 


The R.I.B.A. Essay Prize met with a good response 
from seven competitors. The winner, ‘ Pecksniff” 
(Mr. Rodney F. Tatchell), has written a valuable little 
treatise on Sussex Manors, which he has enjoyed 
preparing. It is fully illustrated with photographs, 
some useful plans, and a number of weakly drawn but 
perfectly adequate perspective sketches. The main 
interest of his writing is that all of it is quite obviously 
based on personal observation and not cribbed out of 
books other people have written. I should not call him 
a stylist, however, and he does not owe his prize to 
sentences such as “an aspidistroid atmosphere of 
velvet and plush ” or a “‘ monster of hideosity.”’ 

‘“* Osiris” gets an honourable mention for an essay 
on the Mansarts. The subject is a little hackneyed, 
perhaps, but “‘ Osiris” has given a very good reply 
to the critics of the younger Mansart which is well 
worth reading. He writes easily, and illustrates what 
he has to say with some aptly chosen photographs. 
A good essay. 

“ Bis” has submitted a_ well-written, soundly- 
argued little brochure on the “‘ Teaching of Archi- 
tecture.” There are no illustrations. He hasn't 
anything very new to say, but it is useful to have 
said it. 

‘“* Saxon” goes to distant lands and sets out to 
prove that modernism isn’t so modern, after all, 
but has been done in Tibet a long time. Judging 
by his sketches it is doubtful if he is speaking from 
personal observation. What he has to say is quite 
readable but not of much value. 

‘““Oro”’ sends an account of the discoveries of 
Roman remains at Caerleon, writing clearly and 
concisely of the permanent camp of a Roman Legion. 
He has plenty of excellent illustrations, but his matter 
is taken from other archzological papers, and there 
isn’t enough original research. ‘There are no references 
or acknowledgments given for the illustrations and 
plans. 

‘“ Tramp” writes an essay on “ Preserving the 
Countryside.” His theme is that architecture isn’t 
nearly sufficiently considered in relation to the land- 
scape in which it is placed. His illustrations are often 
used without knowledge of the subject illustrated 
and his language is abominably verbose. 

‘ Nov” sends a very thin essay on the “ Archi- 
tecture of Eighteenth Century England.” He has 
no illustrations to help it out. If he wants to 
win this prize he must show more evidence of hard 
work, 














DersiGN FoR TIT! 


THe TITE PRIZE, 

We now come to the last but not least item on to- 
night’s programme, the Tite Prize. No less than 
213 candidates took part in the preliminary competition 
of whom 21 were admitted to the final. Of these nine 
fell by the wayside leaving a dozen to contest the last 
round. All this labour to end fruitlessly! It is 
nothing short of atragedy ! If two-thirds of the leaders 
in the field disobey the rules, what else can the stewards 
do but disqualify That is what has happened this 
vear. Twenty square feet of paper was the limit. 
Why, oh why ! then did eight of you run into anything 
from 25 to 30 feet? It will be a lesson for another 
I, vour critic, am denied the pleasure of talking 
I can 


vear. 
about the winner or the honourably mentioned. 
but review twelve designs that this year will remain 
anonymous. Let us get this horrid thankless task 
over then my poor foolish ‘“ Jaz,’’ my imprudent 
‘* Piazza,” and all the rest of the silly eight of you ! 
First a word to the company of the subject set and 
then you shall be rended in pieces. It was, to quote 
the programme, ‘A Municipal group round a Piazza 
in asmall town.” The site is at the bend of a river on 
the convex bank and gets fine perspective views from 
both directions. Behind it climbs sharply rising 
ground of unlimited extent. The accommodation 
demanded is purposely rather vague. It speaks of “a 
suite of reception rooms ”’ on the first floor, and sub- 
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sidiary blocks to contain “ offices.”” A sketch plan 
supplied shows a site 320 feet wide, in the centre of 
which is to be left a piazza 200 feet by 80 feet deep. 
There is a warning note at the head of the programme 
and it is underlined. ‘‘ Students” it says, ‘are 
reminded that this prize is awarded for the study of 
Italian Architecture.” 

We will follow the same plan as in the Victory and 
work clockwise. The first design we come to is by 
‘* Polar’’—very well named too, for a colder set of 
drawings could not be imagined. Italy, my dear 
‘“* Polar,” is a land of divine sunshine, so why not admit 
it? Your building is much too big in scale fora little 
town, ‘The plan is well lit generally and this is one of 
the few designs with a good staircase, but even then 
one has the feeling that when the top is reached the 
reception suite will be found on the side opposite to 
where it actually is. The ends of the projecting side 
blocks terminate absurdly on plan. You’ve clearly got 
stuck there. ‘Then what is gained by the corridor at 
the back? The design would have been much better 
without it. You haven’t suggested a garden or sup- 
plied a way of getting into it if anybody else should do 
so. One of the problems set in this programme is to 
see how you are going to treat a steep site. That has 
no answer from you at all. Lastly, there is that 
formidable tower of yours. I see no evidence of it on 
plan. Does it hang in the air then by magic ? 
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Then ‘ Loke.” Oh Loke! The programme asked 
the competitor to imagine himself in a little town 
in Italy, not in Manchester during the sixties. That 
arcade, as slim as the Della Robbia one in the Ospedale 
in Florence, could never support the heavy top storey 
itcarries. There is a well designed hall and staircase. 
The plan suggests a classic treatment and not the Gothic 
that has been favoured. There will be awful trouble 
when you start to vault the staircase. The corridor on 
vour ground floor will be dark. A well drawn detail. 

* Wisard” What a pity you didn’t magic away 
that staircase which occupies about half the area 
of your entrance hall, but then, like several others, 
vou had made up your mind you would have a 
campanile and blow the consequences! A pity, too, 
vou didn’t get rid of that end pilaster on the main block 
which gives the show away of how clumsily the wings 
make junction with it. It was a mistake, too, to make 
the landing stage from the river the same width as the 
arcaded loggia to the main block—you should have 
spread it out more. Arcaded projections, carrying 
nothing by the way, are always apt to look detached, or 
an afterthought. Yours is no exception to the rule. 

‘ Sansovino”” What would your illustrious name- 
sake have said to you about those balconies of 
vours, which aren’t balconies at all? I dare not 
think. And there is that dreadful central window, 
too, and the staircase which crashes into the middle 
of the hall, and the obelisk that is about five times too 
and that mixture of ideas which has made you 
put a modest stuccoed first storey on the tap of a ground 
floor of heavy rusticated stone. Keeping the offices 


1g, 
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one storey was a good idea, but I will remain discreetly 
silent about the planning of them. A gay but vulgar 
set of drawings on which much time has been spent. 

“ Piazza.” Best congratulations to you, “ Piazza.” 
We are in real Italy at last! You have made a 
charming drawing, and here it is. I suppose you 
ought not to have those free-standing columns, 
but you shall be forgiven that because you have 
understood what you have been asked to do, make 
a little municipal group in a small Italian town, 
and on the whole you have done it very well. You 
shall also be forgiven using two rows of windows which 
light the same room. Many a good man has done it 
before you. The room behind them, too, seen on your 
cross section, you have filled with an uncanny atmos- 
phere of Italy, though it is many feet too high, by the 
way. You would have done better if you had kept 
the ceiling where you first tried it. 

These side blocks are too detached at their junction 
with the main building. The connexion by means of 
the open loggias does not really do. 

Now for the plan. There is a very attractive ap- 
proach to the garden, which is imaginative, and the 
slope of the hill has been very well treated. These 
sunk courtyard gardens approached from and over- 
looked by the reception rooms are an amusing idea, 
and so are the grotto-like loggias, which are shown on 
the ground plan. 

“Fas.” More congratulations on the same grounds 
to you, “‘ faz,” for you have done your work quite 
as well as ‘“ Piazza,” in many ways better. Your 
elevation is charmingly presented and your scale is 
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exactly right. The junction of the projecting wings 
is much better considered and a sounder job all 
round. I don’t think you ought to be applauded 
for putting a piece of the Royal Library in Venice 
along the reception rooms and then turn the corner 
abruptly and start with Florence for the projecting 
wings. Also the elaborate frieze which runs across 
the face of the main block and the wings, as seen 
on the front elevation, conveniently from the point 
of view of your drawing, but no other, leaves off 
when it is not wanted on the side elevations. Looking 
at your plan, the staircase is bad. It lands in two 
places, which is very inconvenient when there is a 
reception, and it forces a visitor to the first floor to 
turn his back on the building. Why not have gathered 
the two ends and brought them straight across to one 
single landing ? The circular corridor running out- 
side is very good and makes a delightful approach to 
the charming garden, and the plan generaily is well 
balanced and thoughtful. 

‘** Ballot.” My advice to you, “ Ballot ”’ is to 
study Italian vaulting. You wouldn’t have cluttered 
up your hall with those unnecessary columns_ if 
you had. I would also draw your attention to 
the perfectly colossal width of the corridor on the 
ground floor, which is almost as wide as the offices 
it serves, as well as to the equally colossal height 


PRIZI ** Piero 


of the corridor on the first floor which is as high as the 
reception room. You have a straightforward but dull 
plan, but you have got a garden and you get through to 
it. The raising of your main building is good, but your 
whole scheme is too big in scale and vour details are 
not a bit suggestive of Italy. As an instance of insensi- 
tive design, look at the side elevation of your wings 
and observe that you have put the same heavy vous- 
soirs to the little upper storey windows as you have 
to the heavily barred ones on the ground floor. 

“Neon.” Your main entrance is wholly inade- 
quate. You use two main staircases, and poke them 
away in the farthest corner you can find. When 
they are climbed they only land into a cortile, 
round two sides of which you have to walk before 
arriving at the mayoral reception half dead with 
fatigue. ‘The side elevation of the wings gives away 
only too well the inadequacy of their junction with the 
main block. However, these details may not matter 
much as the whole building is in peril of destruction 
from the terrible fire which appears to be raging on 
the hillside behind it, but, seriously, this background 
does not do justice to your building. The half-inch 
detail is quite good, 

‘ Piero.’ Once again we find ourselves in Italy, 
thanks to your thoughtful and attractive conception 
of a charming little group of buildings, for which 
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you can have every praise. But when we come 
vour plan, “‘ Piero,” we find that, like “ Wizard,” 
u would have a campanile, and it has been too much 
for you. Why not have left it out ? It would have got 
vou over so many troubles. That barrel ceiling to the 
reception rooms which butts so uncomfortably into 
it. for instance. We find, too, some other faults ; the 
staircase, for example, which has such a miserable ap- 
proach, splits both ways and lands visitors miles away 
from where they want to be. ‘True, there is another 
iircase, but that is external, and, charming as it is, 
it won’t make up for the faults of the internal ones. 
‘he corridors, too, haven’t much continuity. You 
have solved the problem of the links between the office 
buildings and the main corridor very successfully by 
means of the pretty little loggias. 

* Blimi.” 
a prosperous casino in the south of France than a 
municipal group in a small Italian town. I would 
urgently recommend you to study a treatment of wall 
surfaces and not to be so ambitious with your scale ; 
in other words, learn to walk before you run, As 
your design is now no plan, however good, could 
save it. 

‘* Bulldog.” 


thing you have done. 


st 


Your upper floor plan is the best 
It is well lit, its circulation 


Your design reminds me far more of 
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is excellent, and it links up with the garden de- 
lightfully. ‘There is also a good staircase. Where you 
have failed is in your elevations, and you have not 
helped them by the illusion on your drawings that you 
can see right through the middle of your building. If 
you were to reduce your main block by one bay at 
each end you would do something to improve its 
general appearance. You might then bring your 
cloakrooms into more reasonable size and your mayor’s 
parlour wouldn’t have its one and only window poked 
into the far corner, The height of your reception room 
is too great. Look at it in section with the relation of 
the window on to the columned loggia. 

‘* Lorelet.” You’ve taken us to Amsterdam, 
‘“ Lorelei,” not Italy, and you’ve got into a terrible 
muddle with your roof. It would be interesting to see 
its plan. I can only suppose you put in a campanile 
because you knew they were Italian, but you’ve 
got hold of a model from the Surrey side. Much 
better without it, and you wouldn’t have had any 
question of your sections and plan not fitting. Much 
the best thing you’ve done is your interior. It is the 
best in scale of any design here, 

That brings the review of the Tite drawings to a 
close, Mr, President, and with it, no doubt to your pro- 
found relief, my duty as the “* Compleat Critick.” 


: 
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Vote of Thanks 


MR. H. M. FLETCHER [F.], 

Mr. W. C. EATON (Principal Assistant Secretary of 
the Board of Education), in proposing a vote of thanks 
to Mr. Darcy Braddell, said : 

Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen, My experience of 
life teaches me that pleasures and duties seldom coincide. 
On this occasion, however, I have a duty which is also a 
great pleasure, that of moving a vote of thanks to Mr. 
Darcy Braddell for his extremely interesting, recondite, 
humorous and witty address this evening. Perhaps at 
the outset I may be allowed, parenthetically, to explain 
how I come to be here this evening. I have recently 
become the representative of the Ministry of Education 
on the Board of Architectural Education. Government 
Departments and their officials, in days gone by, I know, 
have been objects, to some extent, of distrust, and even 
dislike amongst the public. ‘There has been a general 
feeling that when they were not attempting to abstract 
money from other people’s pockets they were trying to 
dictate to them and to bully them into doing something 
they did not want to do, and that they did not think ought 
to be done. During the war, however, and since the war, 
there has been more contact 
Departments and their officers and other bodies and the 
public, and I think this has been a very good thing for 
both sides. It has compelled us to come out of our 
rooms, and it has, I think, given other bodies, perhaps, 
a fairer idea of what we are and what we are trying to do. 
I should like to say for us at the Board of Education that 
we have a very direct interest in architectural education, 
because a considerable and increasing number of schools 
recognised for the purposes of exemption from the 
examinations of the Royal Institute of British Architects 
are maintained by local Education Authorities and in- 
spected and aided with a grant by the Board of Education. 
This gives us a direct concern in the matter of architec- 
tural education ; and, subject to the policy of the Govern- 
ment of the day and to what Parliament orders us to do, 
we have only one object and desire in the matter, and that 
is, to co-operate with the Royal Institute of British Archi- 
tects to the fullest possible extent in securing a broad and 
steady stream of well-qualified entrants to the architectural 
profession. That is our one and only object 

I have only a few minutes to-night, and I must return, 
therefore, at once to the proper subject of my few remarks. 
I have no desire to be ‘‘ abominably verbose,”’ like one of 
the essayists whom Mr. Braddell criticised I travel 
back in memory to my own pupil and student days, when 
[ was perpetrating compositions, not in architecture ; and 
I remember there were three methods of criticising one’s 
compositions. ‘There was what I should call the Carnera 
method, the blow from the shoulder, which left one 
stunned and prostrate. There was the caustic and cutting 
method, which left one bewildered and dazed, and one 
knew vaguely that one was being ‘‘ got at’ but did not 
know exactly how or why. And there was the sunny or 
solar method, the genial method, which poured light and 
warmth on the subject, and sent one away cheered, a 
plant, I hope, growing all the better for the treatment. 
It seems to me, if I may say so, that Mr. Braddell’s 
method to-night was a happy combination of the 
three methods. He certainly gave some pretty 


between Government 


good 
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Carnera blows at some of the compositions, his wit 
humour sometimes partook of the caustic, but there \ 

a great deal of sympathy and understanding, and throu 
out, I should say, he had a sincere desire to help the 
students whose works he was criticising. And I feel sure 
that even those who received some of his shrewd thrusts 
will go away wiser, if sadder, for what they heard to-nignt, 
and will be all the better for it when they enter, another 
year, for these competitions. 

I should like to say, in conclusion, how much I appre- 
ciate this opportunity of saying a few words here to-night, 
and I hope I have not detained you too long. 

I have the pleasure now, in moving a resolution 
thanks to Mr. Darcy Braddell for his address. 

Mr. L. SYLVESTER SULLIVAN (Chairman, 
R.I.B.A. Board of Architectural Education) : Mr. Chair- 
man, ladies and gentlemen, I am not going to detain you 
for more than a minute or two, but I do want to express 
my delight and my pleasure in seconding this vote ot 
thanks. I know, as well as anyone because I have done 
it, the enormous amount of work which Mr. Darcy Brad- 
dell has been doing during the last two or three weeks ; it 
must have overshadowed his Christmas and New Year 
holidays, and I cannot adequately convey to you how 
brilliantly I think he has carried out those duties. | 
think it is probably the most valuable criticism within 
my memory which has been given on the subject of the 
students’ prizes, certainly during the last five years. 
Those of us who have been trained in schools know the 
value of criticism, and can stand up to it, can take the 
bones and make the best of it, putting it to the best use 
we possibly can. Perhaps some of you may not be used 
to the sort of criticism which you get from the jurors 
and from the masters in the schools, but I can assure you 
that there has been no criticism offered to-night except 
with the purpose of giving you all something to cut your 
teeth on, for your own good, and, I hope, for your own 
success. I can only regret that this year there have been 
such a number of prizes withheld ; I regret, too, the cause 
which has been at the back of that withholding. I think 
it is really and only due to the fault of the students not 
reading the programmes with which they are presented. 
What I have done before, and what I expect I shall do 
again, is to impress on you the absolute importance, not 
only now as students, but in the future as practising archi- 
tects,of reading the programmes which are presented to you. 
You will never be successful in that life if you disregard 
the requirements that your clients put in front of you. 

I think that is all I have to say, except repeat the delight 
with which I started. 

The CHAIRMAN then put the vote of thanks to the 
meeting and it was carried with acclamation. 

Mr. DARCY BRADDELL in reply: Mr. Chairman, 
ladies and gentlemen, Thank you very much indeed for 
the very kind way in which you have listened to what | 
have had to say to-night, and for the genuine applause 
with which you greeted the finish of my remarks. As I told 
you at the beginning, those were not my criticisms, the 
were the jurors’, and but for the help of the jurors it could 
never have been brought about. It is extremely nice and 
kind of you all ; thank you very much, 
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Conference on the Formation of an Advisory Council 


for the Building Industry 


HELD AT 9 CONDUIT STREET ON THURSDAY, 4 DECEMBER 1930. 


Sirk BANISTER FLETCHER, F.S.A., PRESIDENT OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS, IN THE CHAIR. 


The following resolutions were moved and carried : 


Moved by Mr. Maurice Webb [F.]: (1) That this 
Conterence endorses the action taken by the Committee 
of the Conference on Building Regulations ; (2) that this 
Conference endorses the action of the Committee in 
going forward to the L.C.C. with a deputation on 
§ December. 

Seconded by Mr. Kavanagh. 

Moved by Lord Ebury: That this Conference agrees 
to the formation of a Technical and Economic Advisory 
Council for the Building Industry to consist of the bodies 
here represented and such others as may be considered 
to be entitled to membership, and resolves that such 
an Advisory Council be hereby formed. 

Seconded by Mr. Sydney Tatchell [F.]. 


Moved by Mr. Holloway : That this Advisory Council 
of the Building Industry resolves to appoint the existing 
provisional Committee of the Conference on Building 
Regulations to be an Organising Committee with the 
following terms of reference : 

(a) 'To make recommendations as to the representation 
to be given to each organisation and interest ; 

(6) ‘To make recommendations as to finance ; 

(c) To draft the Constitution and Rules of the Council 
and to take such other steps as may be necessary to carry 
through the preliminary organisation and work of the 
Council. 

Seconded by Mr. Barron. 





The PRESIDENT : Gentlemen,—First of all, let me 
welcome, on behalf of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects, all the representatives who are gathered 
together at this Conference. We have with us repre- 
sentatives of practically every profession and organisation 
interested in the building industry, and we hope to-day to 
inaugurate the Advisory Council which is to link together 
all those different interests and to enable the industry 
to speak with one voice on the difficult matter of building 
legislation. We have been greatly encouraged in the 
steps which we have taken towards this end by the 
approval which the Minister of Health, Mr. Greenwood, 
who has come down to be with us this afternoon, 
gave to the proposal when it was put to him by the 
Deputation which was introduced, you will remember, 
by the All-party Parliamentary Group which waited 
upon him in July last. There has recently been sub- 
mitted a comprehensive Joint Report of the bodies repre- 
sented on the Deputation which is the result of our 
meeting with Mr. Greenwood, and copies of the Report 
are before you all. But we are particularly glad that 
Mr. Greenwood has found time, in the midst of his 
multifarious duties, to come along this afternoon and give 
us the benefit of his presence on what, we are convinced, 
will prove a historic occasion in the annals of the building 
industry. I welcome Mr. Greenwood sincerely on your 
behalf and in your name ; and, without further delay, 
I will call upon Mr. Greenwood kindly to address the 
Conference. 

The RT. HON. ARTHUR GREENWOOD, M.P. 
(Minister of Health): Mr. President and Gentlemen,— 
My first word, I think, must be one of apology, because, if 
I may say so without any disrespect, this meeting was 


called without regard to my own personal engagements. 
I have so much on hand that my attendance here at this 
Conference was only arranged after some little difficulty, 
and I hope you will forgive me if, after I have spoken to 
you, I run away to fulfil another engagement. 

I well remember the meeting at which many of you 
were present in the summer, and, without any reserve, | 
welcome very heartily indeed this new Advisory Council. 
I do it, first, on general grounds. There is a word which 
nowadays is buzzed about in the newspapers, but is also 
on the tongues of politicians and business men. I refer 
to the word “‘rationalisation.”’ I have often felt that it 
would be a very good thing if this vast preconcerted piece 
of economic activity which we call the building industry 
were to begin on the problem of rationalising itself and of 
creating for itself an articulate voice. Not that branches 
of the industry are not articulate. I am not suggesting 
that fora moment. They have been vociferous, though 
perhaps not as articulate as they might have been. And it 
is good to think that all kinds of professional industrial 
organisations have now come together on a common 
platform, a platform which, I hope, will not be unduly 
restricted. ‘There are, however, many other matters on 
which systematisation and co-ordination are necessary 
besides the question of building regulations. I will 
not pursue this question just now, but I have very 
pregnant thoughts as to the benefits that might be con- 
ferred both on the industry and the nation from a better 
organisation of your resources and from a common study 
of all your problems. One of the important problems is 
this problem of building regulation. I must be careful 
in the choice of my language. If my impression of our 
meeting in July is right, I was going to say London was 
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the ‘** nigger in the wood pile,’’ but I withdraw that and 
say that the primary problem which is oppressing you 
relates to London more than to the other Local Authorities 
in the country. ‘There has been in recent years a great 
amount of revision, and there are in the hall this afternoon 
copies of documents which might interest you as showing 
our desire in the Ministry to keep building law up to date 
and in harmony with modern conditions. I hope you will 
look at these documents and take them away. ‘l'’o my 
mind, any central organisation of the State which is 
concerned with this problem is bound to realise that, as 
times goes on, the hard-shelled letter of the law ceases 
The condition which we 
have in most towns in the country is that bye-laws operate 
and bye-laws are flexible, more flexible than Acts of 
Parliament, and sufficiently flexible to enable us and Local 
Authorities to lay our heads together to see whether these 
bye-laws are sufficiently up to date to meet existing circum- 
stances. London operates under special difficulties of its 
own, because of its Act of Parliament, and I think you 
must recognise that an Act of Parliament is one of those 
instruments of Providence that cannot easily be twisted 
and changed. I know the difficulties of getting Bills 
on to the Statute Book, and I equally know the difficul- 
ties of getting them off, once they are on But it is 
clear, I think, that we must, in the broad national interest, 
take every possible advantage of new knowledge and 
further research, and that we should not cripple ourselves 
by clinging to the old order when the old order has 
changed. ‘That is what has happened, as I under- 
stand it as a mere layman, in the art and science of 
building. I happen to have this tremendous advantage 
over most of you that I know nothing whatever about the 
technicalities of your profession and trade—I hope I 
never shall. For, if that were the case, I should 
lose the layman’s judgment, which, from my _ point 
of view, is the most important matter. I approach this 
problem not from the point of view of professions and 
trades, but from the point of view of the public interest ; 
and in the public interest it is clearly desirable that we 
should utilise to the full all the advances which have been 
It is to the public advantage that 


to apply as conditions change. 


made in recent years. 
we should utilise new materials and new methods of 
construction, and I should hope that you will be able not 
only to influence public opinion, which, after all, is the 
foundation of all the changes which take place in this 
country, but that you should also have a direct influence 
on public authorities. So far as the Ministry of Health is 
concerned, I welcome the formation of your Council | 
think all of us who are working in that Department are 
glad to know that there is now one large body who can 
come and talk to us, one body to whom we can lock for 
advice, and who, from their combined knowledge and 
experience, will be willing to tell us of the difficulties 
which confront them. I trust that your Advisory Council 
will do more than approach particular Local Authorities ; 
I hope it will be willing to put the results of its delibera- 
tions before the Ministry of Health, and I can assure you 
of a very cordial welcome whenever you may wish to come 
to the Department to discuss any matter in which both of 
us are interested. ‘The matter you are dealing with 
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is one which in its scope passes my comprchen- 
sion. I am, after all, a politician, and all polit. ians 
are simple, and I do not pretend to understand all 
the complications of the problem. I know that e «pert 
people are now, under the auspices of the Denpart- 
ment of Scientific and Industrial Research, considcring 
partofthe problem. I am anxiously awaiting their rc port, 
which I hope they will produce very shortly, in the 
expectation that we may have before long some guid:ince, 
in one aspect at least, of this question of building rewula- 
tion. I trust, however, that you will not confine your- 
selves to badgering whoever occupies my chair, or the 
Local Authorities, but rather that you will do what you 
can in connection with the large and general question of 
the internal organisation and co-ordination of your 
resources, and bring to the assistance of the Central 
Authority and the Local Authorities the fruits of vour 
own knowledge. 

I understand that you are to see, if you have not 
already seen, the London County Council. I am not 
sure whether or not the interview has taken place. 
(‘* No.’’) Well, it is to take place very shortly. I saw 
the London County Council not long ago, and, at my 
suggestion, they agreed to see you. And I hope it will 
be possible to co-operate with the London County Coun- 
cil in devising plans which will be to the general advantage 
of the people of London. ‘The London County Council 
is the largest and most important Local Authority ; it 
operates under Act of Parliament, and it has agreed to 
discuss the particular problem of the London Building 
Act with you. I trust you will find it possible, by co- 
operation and the combined use of reason and by such 
other resources as you can command, to reach some 
measure of agreement with them which will bring this 
problem into the forefront, and which will give us a 
solution, such as we are entitled to expect in this year 
1930. One of the main difficulties—and I put this before 
you as a general problem—one of the big problems of 
public life is that administration and legislation tend 
to be behind enlightened public opinion. ‘There 
are some people who might think some of us are far in 
advance of public opinion, or else that we are so far 
behind it that we are lost in the race. But it is un- 
doubtedly true that legislation and administration, 
difficult and cumbrous pieces of machinery, do tend to 
lag behind enlightened public knowledge, to lag behind 
those people who have pioneered and thrust out in 
advance of existing knowledge. We all desire, you as well 
as Public Authorities, that new knowledge, the results 
of new research, should be applied in practice with the 
minimum of delay. You will no doubt realise the diffi- 
culties of the London County Council. ‘They will make 
their own case. I do not want to, over-estimate their 
difficulties, but I do not want you to under-estimate their 
difficulties. I do want vou to believe that my desire 1s 
that this body of people, drawn from every section of 
every profession and every industry and trade connected 
with this very complicated industry, should utilise to the 
public good the knowledge which it has acquired. | 
want you to believe that I welcome very sincerely the 
formation of this Advisory Council. I want you to 
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belicve that my Department will always be willing to 
listen to you when you have complaints to make—one 
listens to So many complaints that one can always hear a 
few more—or, better, when you have suggestions to 
make. I want you to believe that, in my view, this 
Council has a very important future. 

I wish you well in the work you have undertaken. 
| hope that in co-operation you and I and the Local 
Authorities of the country will evolve, in this particular 
respect at least, a general system of administration which 
wil! be wisely conceived, and which will not be behind the 
best public opinion on the problem. If we can do that, 
nobody will be better pleased than I. I did my best to 
convey to you my feelings when we met, Mr. President, 
in July. You can rely upon my always being glad to take 
advice from you, and I hope that the help which | 
believe you are prepared to give to me you are prepared 
to hand out, in unstinted measure, to Local Authorities 
who need that kind of advice and assistance. 

The President said this is a very important gathering. 
I myself believe that it is. I see two big results flowing 
from it. The first, which I have already indicated, is 
that it may have a powerful influence on those people 
who are engaged in building, in whatever capacity they 
may be building. In the second place, I believe that 
this organised and integrated body of public opinion, the 
special public opinion which you represent, will have an 
important influence on the wider public opinion outside. 

I can only say again, in conclusion, that I am very glad 
to be here. I wish the Advisory Council well, and I can 
see much useful work in front of it ; and I hope, in that 
work, it will be eminently successful. 

The PRESIDENT: Gentlemen, Mr. Greenwood 
has to go away; but before he leaves, ] think you would 
like me, on your behalf, to express our sincere thanks 
to him for having given us this interesting and inspiring 
address, an address which, I think, will fill us with that 
encouragement which it is necessary we should have if 
we are going to carry this matter through to a successful 
conclusion. We thank you, Mr. Greenwood, for coming 
here, in your busy time, and giving us this interesting 
address. 

Mr. ARTHUR GREENWOOD, M.P.: I do not 
run away because I want to run away, but because, as 
I explained, I must. It is a very awkward day for me, 
and this is not the only speech I have to make. I am 
grateful to you for your cordial reception, and I wish you 
well, 

The PRESIDENT : We now pass to a statement by 
Mr. Maurice Webb on the history of the movement. We 
shall listen with very great interest, I am sure, to one who 
has put that well-known energy of his into this important 
and all-embracing movement. 

Mr. MAURICE WEBB: I think, Sir, it is the most 
encouraging thing which has happened since we started 
this movement, getting Mr. Greenwood here ; and what 
he has said fills me with enthusiasm. Before I propose 
the two resolutions in my name on the agenda, I will 
give you a very brief history of the matter. 

We have confined ourselves entirely to the Building 
Regulations, we have not branched out into the question 
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of the rationalisation of the building industry, that is 
being done by another body, of which Lord Amulree 
was President, and Mr. Bossom Vice-Chairman. We 
have done nothing except attach ourselves to the problem 
of the Building Regulations and Laws of the country. 
We found, some time ago, that various interests in the 
building trade viewed with dismay the real lack of any 
kind of forward movement, especially in London, towards 
bringing our laws reasonably up to date. ‘There were a 
group of Members in the House of Commons, who were 
taking up the question ; the Institute, for ten years, had 
been dealing with the question, so had the Steelwork 
Association, the Retail Distributors, and the London 
Employers’ Association; and we found they were all 
working independently and making reports on _ the 
subject. We got together and decided we would make 
a joint effort and work together. ‘That was the genesis 
of this movement, which has resulted in this Conference 
to-day. We decided, as a first step, on the advice of 
Members of Parliament, and with their help, to join in a 
deputation to the Minister of Health, and we went, as 
he has told you, during the Summer, and he gave us a 
very cordial reception. ‘The outcome of it was three- 
fold. ‘The Minister promised to see the London County 
Council himself in person, and asked that those who 
formed the deputation and the other bodies they repre- 
sented, should draw up a joint recommendation to him. 
It has been sent to him, and is in this Report, a copy of 
which you have all got. He went to see the London 
County Council, and the second result was that the 
County Council have invited us to go to them as a 
deputation on this question of the London Building Act 
only. The Report covers more than the London 
Building Act, because the Minister asked us to make it 
as wide in scope as possible. The last result has not 
yet matured, but I hope it will in the course of this after- 
noon, and that is, the formation of this Advisory Council 
to assist the Government and Local Councils in matters 
dealing with building legislation ; and that will be for- 
mally proposed later this afternoon. ‘The County Council 
have agreed to receive this deputation on Monday next, 
with Lord Ebury at its head, and I hope this meeting will 
agree that that deputation goes with the authority of the 
newly-formed Advisory Council, if it is formed this 
afternoon, and not merely as representatives of the people 
who signed that Report. 

1 formally move: (1) ‘‘ That this Conference endorses 
the action taken by the Committee of the Conference on 
Building Regulations, up to this date.’ (2) ‘‘ That this 
Conference endorses the action of the Committee in 
going forward to the London County Council with a 
deputation on December Sth.”’ 

Mr. KAVANAGH : in seconding this resolution, said 
that the Report of the Committee represented the 
unanimous effort of the constituent bodies to secure 
redress from the difficulties before the Building Industry. 
All the bodies enumerated in the Report had co-operated, 
and notably the Building Industry Council of Review, 
which had been investigating the vital question of 
the rationalisation of the building industry. The 
recommendations, which were the outcome of very 
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careful deliberation by the organising bodies, did not 
pretend to cover every point, but to formulate claims 
for more rational methods of control, by which simplifica- 
tion and uniformity might be achieved. ‘The recom- 
mendations, particularly those of a national character, 


were definitely to secure simplicity and elasticity of 


legislative control to permit progressive industrial stand- 
ardisation rather than the present haphazard and un- 
co-ordinated lines of local standards. It was here, con- 
tinued Mr. Kavanagh, that an Advisory Council could 
render great service in the future, particularly to the 
Local Authorities. The second section of the Report 
dealt particularly with London, but there was no doubt 
that with the added strength in the Council about to 
be formed, many other matters would emerge representa- 
tive of the whole industry. 

Mr. Kavanagh finally commended the Report as a 
serious concerted effort to plan the policy which the build- 
ing industry should pursue in respect of statutory control. 
Mr. Greenwood had given the Conference a splendid 
set-off, and the same understanding, it was hoped, would 
be found with the Building Acts Committee of the 
London County Council, as Mr. Kavanagh’s Association 
had found in their co-operation with the Steel Structures 
Research Committee under the chairmanship of Sir 
Clement Hindley. 

Captain B. S. 'TOWNROE, as Honorary Secretary 
of the Building Industry Council of Review, welcomed 
Mr. Webb’s and Mr. Kavanagh’s references to the 
Council’s work. He declared that he could say definitely 
that his Committee would be glad to leave the whole 
question of legal revision to a separate body representing 
all the branches of the industry and covering the whole 
country. The excellent address recently given by Mr. 
Shelley showed the enormous care the Mlinistry felt in 
applying the bye-laws throughout the country. Mr. 
Shelley’s address had showed that it was also a question 
of Building Acts; and there were also other questions 
involved. There was the Home Office legislation, and 
the Building Council would be glad to hand these com- 
plicated questions to another body, especially from the 
point of view of finance, because practical questions 
would mean very careful research work. 

Captain 'Townroe then referred to another aspect of 
the matter; it was difficult to know the position with 
regard to bye-laws, since on one side there was the 
desire for more building control to preserve rural England, 
and on the other side a demand for more freedom from 
building regulations; that gave another reason for wel- 
coming this technical Committee. On the Building Council 
they had two men who had a greater responsibility than 
any others in London for the future revision : Alderman 
Coppock, of the Building Trades Operatives, and their 
Chairman and very generous supperter Alderman 
Bossom. ‘They were the only gentlemen who were certain 
to go on in the London County Council, because they did 
not have to face Election in April; they were, Captain 
‘Townroe felt sure, ready to do all possible to forward 
the aims of the Committee. 

The PRESIDENT put the 


and it was carried unanimously. 


resolution to the vote 
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Lord EBURY, in proposing the next resolution. said 
that he felt that as a layman he had no right to pretend 
to take such an important part as had been imposed .:pon 
him on this occasion ; he wished, however, to ack :ow- 
ledge how very much he appreciated the compli nent 
which had been paid him and the sympathy o: the 
technical authorities towards himself. 

lord Ebury said how impressed and encourage:! he 
had been by what Mr. Greenwood had said. It was 
good to realise the weight and the importance oi} the 
people who had attended the deputation, and who were 
behind this determination to get the question put straight, 
‘There was no question that the Ministry had grasped the 
situation very fully, and offered every form .of support, 
so that when the London County Council was approached 
the cause would be helped very considerably. They were 
most grateful to the Minister. The co-operation of all 
the different interests which had contributed to the 
making of the Report which had been decided upon by 
the Special Committee was most impressive. 

Finally, Lord Ebury urged that they should be deter- 
mined not to slip back one step. Despite the inevitable 
difficulties they must present a determined front. Co- 
operation within and determination all round was an 
absolute essential. 

Lord Ebury then proposed the resolution :— 

‘That this Conference agrees to the formation of a 
‘Technical and Economic Advisory Council for the 
Building Industry, to consist of the bodies here repre- 
sented and such others as may be considered to be entitled 
to membership, and resolves that such an Advisory 
Council be hereby formed.” 

Mr. SYDNEY TATCHELL said that it was with great 
pleasure and some sense of responsibility that he rose to 
second the resolution so ably proposed by Lord Ebury. 
At this time in the history of the building industry, when 
changes in the methods of construction were annually 
taking place, it was fitting that those in whose hands lay 
its safeguarding and welfare should take upon themselves 
the burden of investigation and revision, not of Building 
Regulations alone, but rationalisation of the whole 
industry. ‘This great industry was a vast and complicated 
piece of machinery, and its successful working was only 
possible if all those parts were successfully co-ordinated. 
He was sure that this Advisory Council would do much 
constructive work to achieve that end. 

He had much pleasure in seconding the resolution. 

Sir CLEMENT HINDLEY, who, with Mr. Anderson, 
represented the Institution of Civil Engineers, said that 
he had to mention at this stage that the Institution of 
Civil Engineers wished neither to support nor to oppose 
this motion. ‘They must have more information about 
the formation of the Council before they felt they could 
support it, and they wished to know more about its future 
functions, its composition, and how it was to be supported. 
He did not wish to suggest controversial matters, or to 
make anyone here think that they were opposing what was 
being done. Mr. Anderson and he had been asked to 
come and then to convey to their Institution a report on 
the proceedings, so that they might form their judgment. 
He requested that he might convey a full report of what 
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had »een done, so that their Institution might come to a 
decision as to their support. 

In concluding these remarks, Sir Clement Hindley 
spoke personally, as the Chairman of the Steel Structures 
Research Committee, saying that he was glad that notice 
had been taken in the proceedings of the work which that 
Committee was carrying out. He felt that it would be of 
valuable assistance to that Committee to get support such 
as they had had this evening. 

Mr. HARRIS (Surveyors’ Institution) said that it 
seemed to him that that important body of public ser- 
yants, district surveyors, had apparently been overlooked, 
while they were about to consider the problems with which 
district surveyors are in constant practical touch, having 
to interpret these bye-laws and building regulations. 
He felt that the endeavours of the Conference would be 
very much facilitated by the advice and assistance of one 
of the more experienced and capable district surveyors in 
London, and possibly an engineer of one of the great 
provincial cities. ‘The resolution seemed to leave the 
way open for the co-opting of additional members to the 
Council, and he suggested that those who would be 
responsible for suggesting the personnel should take into 
consideration the view he had expressed. 

Mr. CHORLTON (Institution of Mechanical En- 
gineers) explained that he was in the same position as the 
representatives of the Institution of Civil Engineers, and 
while he was in full sympathy with everything that had 
been said, he could not do more than he was instructed 
to do. 

The PRESIDENT put the resolution to the vote and 
it was carried, the representatives of the Institution of 
Civil Engineers and the Institution of Mechanical 
Engineers not voting. 

Mr. HOLLOWAY, in proposing the following resolu- 
tion: 

“That this Advisory Council of the Building Industry 
resolves to appoint the existing Provisional Committee 
of the Conference on Building Regulations to be an 
Organising Committee with the following terms of 
reference : 

(a) to make recommendations as to the representa- 
tion to be given to each organisation and interest, 

(b) to make recommendations as to finance, 

(c) to draft the Constitution and Rules of the Council 
and to take such other steps as may be necessary to 
carry through the preliminary organisation and work 
of the Council,” 

said that he thought all would agree that the spade work 
had been done extremely well. ‘The Committee was in a 
sense self-appointed ; and though officially represented 
by most of the organisations at the Conference as a body 
it had no official status. This resolution asked that it 
might have some official status and be called the Organising 
Committee to the Council. The Committee had not 
quite finished its job, and the meeting was asked that it 
might be allowed to complete it. Mr. Holloway then said 
he would like to clarify two points: (1) That this Com- 
mittee was merely a temporary Committee, and that in 
due course it would give way to a permanent Executive 
Committee appointed by this Council. (2) As was clear 
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from the resolution, its job was limited, and it was not 
intended that it should voice the views of members in 
matters of policy, but merely to complete the work which 
it started. 

Mr. BARRON (Chairman of the Federation of Building 
Trades Operatives), in seconding the resolution, said 
that he was pleased to be associated with such a move- 
ment on behalf of the operatives in the industry, and 
especially with this particular resolution. The work this 
Committee set itself would be very difficult to carry out. 
He also wished to say how pleased the operatives were 
to be associated with a movement like this. He deplored 
the fact that the very large and important industry— 
possibly the largest and most important industry in the 
country—which he represented never seemed able to 
speak with one voice on any subject, and did not seem 
to think enough of the importance of the industry. 
So it was cheering to come to such an important gathering 
of bodies all more or less intimately connected with 
the industry, and there was, he thought, work for such a 
body as this resolution portended. ‘There were dangers 
in any new departure ; and there might be dangers here 
in disregarding traditions of the industry: he depended 
on the mellowing influence of the Royal Institute to 
keep an eye on tradition. The building industry had 
been hampered by obsolete building by-laws. As a 
provincial he was glad that other places than London 
were recognised. Mr. Barron finally assured the Con- 
ference that the 800,000 men engaged in the industry 
welcomed this move, and are prepared to associate and 
co-operate in it. 

Sir CLEMENT HINDLEY asked for the composition 
of the Committee. 

Mr. MAURICE WEBB sstated that the Provisional 
Committee, which had done the work up to date, con- 
sisted of Lord Ebury (London Employers’ Association), 
himself representing the Institute, Mr. Louis Blanc 
(the Retail Trade Distributors), Mr. Kavanagh (British 
Steelwork Association), Mr. J. B. Stevenson (Contractors), 
Mr. Bossom (Building Industry Council of Review), 
Mr. Searles-Wood (Institution of Structural Engineers), 
Mr. Holloway (London Master Builders’ Association), 
Mr. Oscar Faber (Constructional Engineers), and Mr. 
Coppock (Building Trades Operatives). 

That was an ad hoc Committee which grew without 
official appointment. The appointment this afternoon 
gave power to that committee to add other names, and 
there are other names to be added later on. He suggested 
that the question about district surveyors be brought to 
the Organizing Committee when it begins to function. 

This Organizing Committee would eventually call a 
meeting of the Council and bring their suggestions as to 
who should be on the Council, and how many representa- 
tives each body should have on the Council. ‘This could 
not be settled at the present meeting. 

In reply to a question, Mr. WEBB said that he hoped 
the present body would form the Council, but there 
might be other bodies later on. 

Lord EBURY pleaded the Mechanical Engineers, the 
Civil Engineers, and the Surveyors’ Institution to co- 
operate ; they could not do without them ; and it was 
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of the utmost importance to the interests they had at 
heart that they should do everything possible to join in. 

The PRESIDENT put the resolution to the Conference 
and it was carried unanimously. 

The PRESIDENT stated that Mr. Greenwood, before 
he left, asked Mr. Shelley, of the Ministry of Health, to 
say something he had forgotten. 

Mr. SHELLEY said that the Minister had thought 
it would be of interest to the meeting to know the result 
of the consideration so far given in the office to the Report, 
or open letter dated 11th of November, which they had 
here. For reasons beyond the control of Lord Ebury 
and Mr. Maurice Webb, that had not reached the Minister 
until towards the end of November. And though it had 
been read at once, it had not been possible to complete 
the detailed examination of it, clause by clause, until 
to-day. The Minister thought it would be of interest to 
the Conference to know that, so far as could be seen at 
present, every suggestion made in the open letter to 
which the Minister had power to give effect, either had 
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already been anticipated, far as the Provinces were 
concerned, and as far as his powers extended, or were 
suggestions to which he was quite ready to accede. Mr. 
Shelley did not want to overstate that, because was 
subject to that important limitation ‘‘ so far as his p. wers 
extend.’’ But, so tar as they did extend, nearly ever» hing 
here had already been done. ‘There was one exce. tion, 
where Mr. Maurice Webb was not at one wit! the 
Ministry’s professional advisers; but it was a moinor 
matter. On everything else the Minister had accepted, 
or was ready to accept, what was in this document, so 
far as lay in his power. 

The PRESIDENT : I am sure you will all be gretified 
to hear that Mr. Greenwood has asked Mr. Shelicy to 
tell you this important fact. 

‘That terminates the meeting, and, on behalf of the 
Royal Institute, I have to thank every one of you for 
having come here this afternoon to support what | 
believe is the commencement of a very important era 
in the building industry. 





Reviews 


ARCHITECTURI 


MopDERN 'THEATRES AND CINEMAS: ‘THI 
oF Preasure. By P. Morton 
[1930. [Batsford.| 15s. 

Reviewed by ROBERT ATKINSON [F.] 

Mr. Morton Shand gives us an entertaining book, more 
pleasant to architects than to theatre il tors perhaps, 
and, by the way, more about cinemas than about theatres. 

Mr. Shand is not an architect and he is, therefore, more 
free to express his candid opinion about our profession 
at large and its shortcomings, though he is more than fair 
in apportioning the blame as between the proper 
and the pseudo architect 

I find the work both stimulating and very refreshing, 
a pleasure to read and quite a relaxation after our usual 
professional press ; just enough is said to provoke deep 
thought, and no technical details are given to labour or 
obscure the clear issue of what is good and what bad in 
theatre designing. 

Mr. Shand is obviously a man of taste and culture and 
thinks logically. He expresses his ideas with a clearness, 


Shand 40. Lond. 


architect 


a pungency of expression and a fearlessness which can 
only come from a positive mind ; he is well versed in his 
subject, and no important example of which I am aware 
has escaped his scrutiny—his criticisms, free and honest, 
are, I must admit, just (with few exceptions not worth my 
recording) and if they only reach the source for which 
they are intended they will doa world of good. 

The book is well illustrated by many remarkable and 
provocative illustrations, mostly foreign, alas—with a 
paucity of English work, for which the author makes good 
amends in his letterpress. 

Whilst freely acknowledging the value of works of the 
character of the present, illustrating clever and inspiring 
examples from abroad, many of which are already known 
to and have been intensely studied by English architects, 
one is rather apprehensive of the effect upon public 
opinion of the constant reiteration of the superiority of 
foreign architects and decorators (although in the present 
instance the author fully defends the native product), 
and unqualified praise, especially by architects at home, 
may be misunderstood. 
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The object of architectural books is to stimulate and 
educate native production, and it should clearly be the 
objec: of all publicity eventually to produce better build- 
ing by British architects. The present tendency of the 
public to run after decorators with foreign names is not 
what we are sacrificing ourselves on the altar of modernism 
for. It is quite a good thing to follow, appreciate and 
assimilate whatever is good abroad, but quite a different 
thine for Mr. Colinsky or Mr. Confusius to practice at 
Olympia. 

That I must make this plea for the Englishman does 
not in any way lessen my admiration for Mr. Shand’s 
delightful little book—too little by far. A very able 
epitome of the present condition of the threate, and one 
which we hope will be repeated in the near future with an 
equal eulogy of English work. 

This little book proclaims the welcome fact that the 
cinema theatre is really becoming good—original and 
ingenious, of the historic past but not in it, direct 
in design, suitable and not over-dressed, of an attractive 
as opposed to a blatant showmanship. 

Gone are the Egyptian temples, the Greek temples, 
the Roman temples, and all the other temples. ‘The 
Gothic temple alone was never popular, while the ripe 
grapes on scarlet trellis, the Venetian moonlight and 
the Spanish countryside, are fast going. 

The film industry being an imported industry still 
brings with it the person from abroad with his archi- 
tectural ideal—a glorified New York. We have bowed 
down and worshipped these prophets for long; now we 
are bidden to worship the gods of Germany and Sweden 
and somewhere else—better gods, I grant you, but 
foreign gods, all. 

Have we not the most highly organised system of 
architectural education in the world? Are we really so 
far behind ; is it not rather that we are too much in front 
of public opinion, and have neglected to educate our 
public as public opinion abroad is educated ? 

Turning, however, to the book under review, I feel 
so much in agreement with the author’s expressions of 
opinion that I would like to quote at great length, 
so aptly does he touch the right note—but not having 
unlimited space must confine myself to advising all 
and sundry to read the original for themselves. 

I agree with the author that Oskar Kaufmann is a 
great artist, his work, to my mind, is much superior to that 
of any other German theatre architect, his playfulness 
and sureness of touch are delightfully suitable, more so 
than the ponderosity of many other German works—with 
perhaps the work of Fritz Wilms a good or fair second. 

Of Kaufmann’s work the author says : 

‘Too much of an individualist to work in the impersonal 
terms of orthodox Modernism, Oskar Kaufmann, in the 
half-dozen theatres he has built in Berlin and Vienna 
since the end of the war, attempts nothing that is very 
revolutionary in a structural sense. But in each of their 
interiors ornament blossoms spontaneously from structure 
as inevitably as effect from cause. ‘The prodigal fer- 
tility and delicate refinement of his decorative schemes are 
always in perfect unison with the scale of his auditoriums. 
They are rippling trains of vital sparks which humanise 
and frolic with construction, not inertly redundant 
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revetments of steel and concrete skeletons. No more 
personal buildings exist. He has held and weighed them 
one and all in the hollow of his hand till the nice equili- 
brium of the individual and the impersonal has adjusted 
itself. Yet withal, though of no particular age or school, 
they are wholly of to-day. ‘The reflorescence of civilisa- 
tion stands between them and all the ornamental clichés 
which held sway before the war. The master-craftsman’s 
hand, lovingly touching in each least detail and imparting 
a separate identity, a sovereign grace, to the most minor 
fitment, has orchestrated their contrapuntal integration 
into a reverberant aria which trills for very joie-de-vivre. 
The greatest living maestro of pure design, Kaufmann is 
incidentally—but only, as it were, incidentally—a fine 
and extremely competent architect. No decorator has 
ever excelled his architectural sense of the theatre. An 
essentially dramatic quality, volatile as comedy, witty as 
apt dialogue, informs the décor of his ensembles. There is 
nothing interchangeable about his work. Not one of his 
motifs would be equally at home in another of his 
interiors.” 

Kaufmann’s interiors alone are worth the price of this 
book. 

Of night lighting several interesting examples are 
given, and what is most charming is the inside lighting of 
Fig. 15, as opposed in principle to the usual outside flood 
lighting now so universally misunderstood. (See also 
Fig. 72). 

Poelzig’s interiors have a quality of their own midway 
between Kaufmann and Mendelsohn. He obtains his 
effects with less decoration and yet more subtlety than 
any other work illustrated. 

Our author is not afraid of good plain English : 

“The trouble is that we have in England no real 
corpus of architectural criticism for the education of 
public taste. All our daily papers have duly accredited art, 
musical, dramatic, literary and film critics ; none, as far 
as I am aware, has a regular architectural one. The de- 
sign of our cinemas is part of the heavy price we pay for 
our public neglect of architecture and our national indiffer- 
ence to the now patent fact that architecture is the only 
one of the arts which has as yet fully succeeded in express- 
ing the modern spirit.” 

Again, he says : 

‘* The new ‘ Empire ’ in London is the monstrous fruit 
of an Anglo-American collaboration between ‘ specialists 
in cinema design.’ It is bad enough that the ‘ Empire ’ 
should be one of the most supremely parvenu buildings 
in the world. What is worse is that the enormous sum 
lavished on it has only helped to make this glorified gin- 
palace more hopelessly out of date as a cinema than that 
chef-d’euvre of Edwardian fruitiness, the neighbouring 
‘ Hippodrome ’ as a music hall. i 


J 


For “‘ atmosphere ”’ effects Mr. Shand has no use, but 
one very modified illustration of a German example goes 
a great way to make an atmospheric interior good decora- 
tion (Fig. 59). 

The illustrations conclude with remarkable details of 
lighting fittings and other decorations, all full of subject 
for cogitation to the decorator, and several useful plans 
and sections. 
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‘THE PRINCIPLES OF STRUCTURAL MECHANICS. 
J. Waldram [L.]. 2nd ed. 80. Lond. 1930. 
ford.) 12s. 6d. 

Reviewed by W. E. VERNON CROMPTON [F.]. 

A new edition of this book has just come out: on 
referring to the review of the first edition, which is to be 
found in the R.I.B.A. JouRNAL of the 19 October 1912, 
we see that the ground was fairly well covered : having 
had occasion to meet many hundreds of students since 
that date under the somewhat uneasy conditions of the 
oral for the final examination in steel construction, I am 
confirmed in my view that this is still one of the best 
books of its kind on this and allied subjects. 

The body of the book is practically the same as in the 
original edition but three appendices have been added. 

Appendix A discusses the relation between maximum 
bending moment and minimum shear which is a point 
none the less important because it is elementary. 

We note, however, at the bottom of page 375 the 
omission of a plus sign and the misprint of 120c for 1200 
in the formula which might bewilder the student. 

Appendix B discusses the more complicated problem of 
continuous girders and girders with fixed ends, points 
only touched upon in the original edition. 

Although girders with fixed ends do not often occur in 
practice, it is essential for the architect to have a general 
idea of the pitfalls that are likely to be in front of him if 
he plays about with fixed ends: this appendix gives a 
reasonably clear idea of the direction in which these pitfalls 
are likely to be found and if the reading of it drives him 
to the conclusion that fixed ends are to be avoided almost 
at all costs, he will not be far wrong. 

For those who wish to follow the argument carefully, 
we would point out that in figures 206 and 207 a small d 
is used, whereas in the letterpress a capital D is used, the 
amount of deflection being referred to as fD. 

The third appendix C considers the design of such non- 
homogeneous members as flitched beams, etc., and adopts 
the method much used in calculating reinforced concrete 
sections by relating the modulus of elasticity of steel to 
that of the timber and deducing therefrom the areas or 
ratios of steel and timber to form an economic beam. 

Mr. Waldram says nothing about the bolting together 
of the timber and the steel and we suggest that a paragraph 
dealing with this point is necessary so as to give a logical 
conclusion to the discussion. 

It has often occurred to us that as students so often get 
fogged by the Gordon Rankine or Fidlers or other com- 
plicated formulz for calculating the strength of columns— 
of which formulz I personally hate the sight—they would 
be much helped if a lucid explanation were given some- 
where in a book such as this, showing how the L.C.C. or 
some other more simple formula, for instance, was built 
up ; but Mr. Waldram has given such good value for the 
price charged that it is perhaps ungracious to suggest that 
he might have given more. 

ARCHITECTURAL DESIGN AND CONSTRUCTION. 

MONTHLY, 1s 

A critical architectural review has just appeared. The policy 
of its Editor is to criticise fearlessly architectural activities in 
England and abroad. The iournal should appeal not only to 
architects but to the section of the public interested in archi- 
tecture, as both the architectural and lay point of view is 
presented. 
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THE FuTURE DEVELOPMENT OF SOUTH-WEST LANC.sHIRE. 
Report of the S.W. Lancs Joint Town P. inning 
Advisory Committee. 40. Lond. 1930. [Lit »rpool 
U.P.] 10s. 6d 

Reviewed by E. MAXWELL FRY [4.] 

The district of South-West Lancashire migit be 
thought unpropitious for a study such as this which 
Professor Abercrombie has directed, for South-West 
Lancashire is flat and featureless, has a coastline of blown 
sand, and a hinterland of bog and sodden fields, inter- 
spersed with coal pits and the leprous eruptions of 
industries, which, though they take on at times a certain 
horrid grandeur, too often sprawl about over low hills 
like symbols of impending decay. 

Yet this district, divided by the claims of intensive 
agriculture and very specialised industry, and orientated 
by the presence of a great city, and a world-trading port: 
in which the potentials of these desperate elements 
rising and falling, and the mighty population of the city 
ebbing and flowing over its surface, presents a problem 
the solution of which could be sketched no more than in 
outline in this volume, and presented as a co-ordinated 
whole only by the exercise of uncommon powers of 
synthetical expression. 

The methods by which a clear and readable exposition 
of the case have been obtained, since they have an impor- 
tant bearing upon the dissemination of the town planning 
spirit, are worth examining. ‘They seem to reside in a 
determination to pass on the professional interest of a 
town-planner to those who read, to regard figures as 
means and not ends, to seize every opportunity of showing 
facts as being related (in diagrams and maps) to the area 
under review, and to remember that that spirit of sweet 
order which underlies the whole movement for town- 
planning can express itself through the medium of the 
finely printed and the well spaced page. ‘These are no 
mean things. 

After a description of the history and topography of the 
region, heart warming to a Lancashire man, the book then 
divides itself into four main parts : Zoning, Communica- 
tions, Open Spaces and Amenities. 

The Zoning chapters contain much that is interesting 
in relation to the future use of land overlying coalfields 
as yet unworked, and something novel in a_ proposal 
to control ribbon development by the imposition in 
agricultural areas of a density so low that, while continuous 
road frontage occupation becomes impossible, the 
agricultural community suffers no hardship thereby. 

The open spaces of the region are to be maintained 
by the preservation of the wide areas of moss and bog 
land, under an agricultural zone of lowest density, 
by the preservation of what of the coast-line is still natural 
and undeveloped and by means of a connected system of 
parkways and open spaces joined to the “ green girdles ” 
of the towns; but most importantly by the limitation 
of town expansion, and its direction into a system of 


satellite and dormitory towns set upon a pattern of 


agricultural land. 

There is a great deal more, of major and minor impor- 
tance that must be left to be read, for a regional survey 
of this size must enter into the details of a great number 
of varied aspects. Some of these are general, but many 
more, such as the draining of the moss land, the control of 
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coasta! erosion, and so on, are problems peculiar to the 
region much discussed in their own localities but never 
before properly related to the wider considerations of the 
grea as a Whole. 

So much has gone to the production of this review that 
one must pass over a great deal in paying homage to a 
brilliantly written and beautifully produced report. 





LADY FLETCHER. 

The President wishes to express his thanks to all those 
members who have written to him in connection with 
Lady Fletcher’s illness. The letters he has received are 
so numerous that he fears it may not be possible to answer 
them all personally. 


LECTURE ON PERSIAN ARCHITECTURE AT 

THE ROYAL SOCIETY OF ARTS 
On Wednesday, 21 January, Mr. Martin S. Briggs [F.] 
is to vive a lecture entitled *‘ Mosques and Minarets, an 
Introduction to Persian Architecture’’ at the Royal 
Society of Arts, John Street, Adelphi. Sir Reginald 
Blomfield, R.A. will preside and the lecture will be 
illustrated by lantern slides. 


PUBLIC LECTURES AT THE ARCHITECTURAL 
ASSOCIATION 

The third series of non-technical lectures for the 
public will be held at the Architectural Association, 35 
Bedford Square, on the following Saturdays at 3 o'clock. 

17 and 31 January ; 14 and 28 February; 14 and 28 
March. 

Full particulars, which are now being completed, may 
be obtained from the Secretary the A.A. These lectures 
are not intended for Architects but it is hoped that all 
\rchitects will endeavour to bring them to the notice of 
their lay friends. 

NEW YEAR’S HONOURS 

The New Year Honours List contained the following 

names which are of interest to Architects. 
KNIGHTS-BACHELOR 

PROFESSOR WILLIAM ROTHENSTEIN, M.A, Hon. 
\.R.C.A. Principal, Royal College of Art, for several 
vears Professor of Civil Art, Sheffield University. 

KC.V.0. 

Haro_p BraksPEarR, F.S.A., F.R.1I.B.A., Architect for 
the recent restorations to St. George’s Chapel, Windsor. 
CBE. 

FRANK MINSHULL ELGoop, O.B.E., F.R.I.B.A. Chair- 
man of the National Housing and ‘Town Planning Council, 

Jomt Honorary ‘Treasurer of the Church Army. 
M.B.E. 

WittramMm Harrison CoOwWLisHAW. Architect to the 

Imperial War Graves Commission, France. 





THE EMPLOYMENT OF ‘“ SPECIALISTS.” 

The Allied Societies’ Conference desire to draw the 
attention of members, particularly those practising in the 
provinces, to the fact that information with regard to 
‘Specialists > for any particular classes of work can be 
obtained from the Secretary, R.I.B.A., on application. 


LECTURE ON PERSIAN ARCHITECTURE 


NEW BUILDING MATERIALS AND 
PREPARATIONS. 

The Science Standing Committee wish to draw atten- 
tion to the fact that information in the records of the 
Building Research Station, Garston, Watford, is freely 
available to any member of the architectural profession, 
and suggest that architects would be well advised, when 
considering the use of new materials and preparations of 
which they have had no previous experience, to apply to 
the director for any information he can impart regarding 
their properties and application. 





DEED OF AWARD OF PRIZES AND 
STUDENTSHIPS. 
MONDAY, 5 JANUARY 1931. 

‘To the Ordinary Genera! Meeting, Monday, 5 January 
IO31I. 

GENTLEMEN, 

Pursuant to the terms of Bye-law 69, that the Council 
shall, by a Deed of Writing under the Common Seal, 
award the Prizes and Studentships of the year, and 
announce such Awards at the next General Meeting 
after the adjudication, the Council have the honour to 
state that they have examined the several works sub- 
mitted for the Tite Prize, the Victory Scholarship, the 
Pugin Studentship, the Royal Institute Silver Medal 
(Essay), the Owen Jones Studentship, the Henry Saxon 
Snell Prize, the R.I.B.A. (Alfred Bossom) Travelling 
Studentship, the Godwin and Wimperis Bursary, the 
Grissell Prize, the R.I.B.A. Hunt Bursary, the Arthur 
Cates Prize, the R.I.B.A. Silver and Bronze Medals for 
Schools of Architecture recognised for exemption from 
the Final and Intermediate Examinations, and_ the 
R.I.B.A. Prizes for Public and Secondary Schools 


THE TITE PRIZE: A CERTIFICATE AND £50. 

‘Two hundred and thirteen candidates took part in the 
Preliminary Competition, and 21 were admitted to the 
Final Competition. 

The Council report that in the Final Competition 12 
designs for a Municipal Group were submitted under the 
following mottoes : 

Bulldog 
Blimi Piazza 

Polar Ballot 

Wizard laz 

Lorelei Sansovino 

Piero Loke 

‘The Council regret that they are unable to award the 
Tite Prize. 


THE VICTORY SCHOLARSHIP: A 
MEDAL AND £150. 

Forty-seven candidates took part in the Preliminary 
Competition, and of these 12 were admitted to the 
Final Competition. In addition, nine candidates were 
admitted direct to the Final Competition. 

The Council report that in the Final Competition 
18 designs for a Military Academy were submitted under 
the following mottoes : 

Avo Betty 
Tryfan Enilorac 


Neon 


SILVER 
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Ego Ubique 
Cire Byps 

Biq Chim 

Jay Rookie 
Ribazo Lilliburlero 
Aphrodite Scrap 
Barney Voortrekker 


The Council have awarded the Victory Scholarship 
and, subject to the specified conditions, the sum of £150 
to the author of the design submitted under the motto 
‘““ Barney,’' and Certificates of Honourable Mention 
to the authors of the designs submitted under the mottoes 
* Ribazo ’* and “ Biq.”’ 


THE PUGIN STUDENTSHIP AND £7s. 
‘Two sets of drawings were submitted by the following : 
Vir. Basil Spence 
Mr. G. H. While 
The Council have awarded the Pugin Studentship 
and £75 to Mr. G. H. While, The Croft, Mulroy Road, 
Sutton Coldfield (Birmingham School of Architecture) ; 
and a Certificate of Honourable Mention to Mr. Basil 
Spence [Student], 8 Thirlestane Road, Edinburgh 
(Edinburgh College of Art) 


THE ROYAL INSTITUTE SILVER MEDAI 
£50 FOR AN ESSAY, 
Seven Essays were submitted under the 
mottoes : 


AND 


follow ing 


Osiris 

‘Tramp 

Saxon 

Nov 

Pecksnifl 

Bis 

Ow 

The Council have awarded the Silver Medal and £50 

to the author of the Essay on ‘‘ The Manor Houses of 
Sussex,’’ submitted under the motto ‘‘ Pecksniff.’”! 


THE OWEN JONES STUDENTSHIP 
A CERTIFICATE AND £100. 
Four candidates took part in the Preliminary Competi- 
tion, all of whom were admitted to the Final Competition. 
The Council report that in the Final Competition 


two designs for a colour scheme for the Interior of a 


Private Chapel were submitted under the following 
mottoes : 
Noth 
Blenheim 
The Council have awarded the Owen Jones Certificate 
and, subject to the specified conditions, the sum of £100 


1* Barney ’’: Mr. Brian B. Lewis [Student], c 0, Common- 
wealth Bank, Australia House, W.C.2 (Liverpool School of 
Architecture). 

2'** Ribazo”’ : 
Weybridge, Surrey 
Architecture). 

3“ Biq’’: Miss Hilary Archer [Student], Lissant Mount 
Oxton, Birkenhead (Liverpool School of Architecture). 

4“ Pecksniff’”?: Mr. Rodney F. Tatchell [Student], 38, 
Beaumont Street, W.1 (London University School of Archi- 
tecture). 


Mr. John V. Nisbet, Easington, Castle Road, 


(Architectural Association School of 
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to the author of the drawings submitted under th motto 
** Blenheim.’’> 
THE HENRY SAXON SNELL PRIZE OF £00, 

T'wo applications, consisting of drawings an test. 
monials, were received from :—- 

Mr. Herbert Jackson [A.] 
Mr. H. G. Porter [A.] 

The Council have awarded the Henry Saxo:: Snell 
Prize of £100 to Mr. Herbert Jackson [A.], 22: Holy- 
head Road, Handsworth, Birmingham (Birmingham 
School of Architecture). 

THE R.I.B.A. (ALFRED BOSSOM) TRAVE 
STUDENTSHIP. 

R.I.B.A. (Alfred Bossom) Silver Medals.—One design 
for Hlead Offices for a Shipping Company was submitted 
under the following motto :— 

Columbus 

The Council regret that they are unable to award the 
R.1.B.A. (Alfred Bossom) Gold Medal and £250, but 
they have awarded an R.I.B.A. (Alfred Bossom) Silver 
Medal to the author of the design and report submitted 
under the motto ‘‘ Columbus.’’® 


THE GODWIN AND WIMPERIS BURSARY: 
A SILVER MEDAL AND £250. 
Four applications were received from the following : 
Mr. V. O. Rees [A.] 
Mr. P. D. Hepworth [F'] 
Mr. Graham R. Dawbarn [4.| 
Mr. S. W. Milburn [F.] 

The Council have awarded the Godwin and Wimpetis 
Bursary to Mr. Graham R. Dawbarn [A.], 68 Regent's 
Park Road, N.W.1. 

THE GRISSELL GOLD MEDAL AND {50. 

Four designs for an Office Building were submitted 
under the following mottoes :— 

Droog 
Ace 
Lobster 
Forma 

The Council regret that they are unable to award the 
Grissell Gold Medal and £50. 

THE R.I.B.A. HUNT BURSARY: {5c 

One application was received from :— 

Miss Beatrix J. Phillipson [A.] 

The Council regret they are unable to award the Hunt 
Bursary. 

THE ARTHUR CATES PRIZE: A SUM OF {50 

(In the current year the Prize was offered for the 
promotion of the study of Architecture, more especially 
in relation of geometry to vaulting.) 

No applications were received. 

THE ASHPITEL PRIZE, 193 

‘The Council have, on the recommendation of the Board 

of Architectural Education, awarded the Ashpitel Pri 


LING 





>** Blenheim ”’ : Miss Frances Barker [A.], 2 Heene Corner, 
Worthing, Sussex (Architectural Association School of Archi- 
tecture). 

8“ Columbus’: Mr. Hubert John Tanton [4A.], Botha 
House, 8 Granville Place, W.1 (Architectural Association 
School of Architecture). 
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(which is a Prize of Books, value £10, awarded to the 
candidate who has most highly distinguished himself 
among the candidates in the Final Examinations of the 
vear) to Mr. James Stanley Hartley [A.] (School of 
Architecture, Northern Polytechnic), of 111, Lichfield 
Grove, Church End, Finchley, N.3, Probationer 1925, 
Student 1928, and who passed the Final Examination in 
July 1930. 


THE R.I.B.A. SILVER MEDAL AND £5 IN BOOKS 

FOR SCHOOLS OF ARCHITECTURE RECOG- 

NISED FOR EXEMPTION FROM THE FINAL 
EXAMINATION. 

The Council have awarded the Silver Medal and £5 
in books for the best set of drawings submitted at the 
Annual Exhibition of designs by Students of Schools 
of Architecture recognised for exemption from the Final 
Examination to Mr. John Verney Nisbet of the Archi- 
tectural Association School of Architecture. 


THE R.I.B.A. BRONZE MEDAL AND £5 IN BOOKS 

FOR SCHOOLS OF ARCHITECTURE RECOG- 

NISED FOR EXEMPTION FROM THE INTER- 
MEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

The Council have awarded the Bronze Medal and //5 
in books for the best set of drawings submitted at the 
Annual Exhibition of designs by Students of Schools of 
Architecture recognised for exemption from the Inter- 
mediate Examination to Mr. Robert Pearce Steel Hub- 
bard, of the Liverpool School of Architecture. 


Allied 


MANCHESTER SOCIETY. 

The annual dinner of the Manchester Society of Architects 
was held in the Masonic Temple on Friday, 12 December. 
Mr. J. T. Halliday, the President, in his speech referred to the 
necessity for town planning activity in Manchester. The 
work of town planners, he said, was to keep civilisation tidy. 
The Wythenshawe scheme must not be another Kingsway. 
They as architects had offered their services to the Corpora- 
tion in the hope that that very beautiful part of Cheshire 
might be saved. The Manchester Guardian had recently 
outlined a scheme by which they hoped speculative builders 
might be helped to build without destroying amenity. Mr. 
Halliday then proposed the health of the Royal Institute of 
British Architects, which was responded to by Dr. Raymond 
Unwin, technical adviser to the Greater London Regional 
Planning Committee. Architecture, said Dr. Unwin, was 
the most enjoyable industry in which anyone could spend his 
life, it had scope, permanence, interest and art. The business 
of architects was to give design or relationship and proportion 
bringing different parts into alliance so that additional values 
of convenience, use and beauty were established. Raw 
materials and sciences made these times difficult but we could 
only keep pace with scientific facts as long as we held fast to 
the broad principles of design that were always true. ‘Tradi- 
tion, originality and experiment were complementary not 
conflicting interests to the designer. 

There was much practical work to be done in the next few 
years, and architects must assure that the quality of design 
was introduced in fields where now it was unknown, where the 
lack of design was a corrupting influence, destroying that essen- 
tial of great architecture, the sense of unity of purpose between 
the public and the builders. 


ALLIED SOCIETIES I 


vi 
ui 


THE R.I.B.A. PRIZES FOR PUBLIC AND 
SECONDARY SCHOOLS. 

(A) Prize for Essays, £2 10s.—Twenty-six Essays were 
submitted. 

The Council have awarded a prize of {£1 10s. to John 
G. Garratt, of Quarry Bank High School for Boys, 
Mossley Hill, Liverpool, for his essay on ‘* Lincoln 
Cathedral,” and a Prize of £1 to Miss Ruth W. Owen, of 
Watford Grammar School for Girls for her essay on 
* The College of St. Mary Magdalene, Oxford.” 

(B) Prize for Sketches, £2 10s.—Thirty-nine sets of 
Sketches were submitted. 

The Council have awarded the Prize of £2 10s. to 
S. P. Jewitt, of William Ellis School, Gospel Oak, 
London. 

The Council have commended the sketches submitted 

by W. C. Wilkinson, of Wisbech Grammar School, and 
D. I. Reay, Wallasey Grammar School. 
In witness thereof the Common 
Seal has been hereunto affixed this 
fifth day of January Nineteen 
Hundred and Thirty-one, at a 
Meeting of the Council. 

BANISTER FLETCHER, Chairman, 

FRANCIS JONEs, 

HeNrY M. FLETCHER 

Members of Council. 

SyDNEY D. Kitson, 

Hon. Secretary. 

IAN MacA Lister, Secretary. 


Societies 


If they could persuade builders to realise that architects, 
by design, really created a quality that, in making the buildings 
more pleasurable, also made them more saleable, the builders 
would not want to put up ugly buildings. The country was 
being more and more disfigured by ugly buildings and both 
public and builders, he felt, would respond to such activity. 
Professor Patrick Abercrombie, president of the Liverpool 
Society of Architects said that it was their duty to produc« 
something more beautiful that that which had been done 
before. ‘Twisting the old tag he remarked that, unless they 
were careful, what Manchester looked like today England 
would look like tomorrow. Slum clearance schemes would 
give them opportunities of adding beauty to their towns, they 
must, too, have cleaner atmosphere. Alderman Titt, the Lord 
Mayor of Manchester, said that he would not defend Man- 
chester’s post-war houses which, though they might be of a 
good type, were anything but pleasing to the eye. Tall 
buildings were, he was convinced, detrimental to health in a 
crowded industrial area with Manchester’s climate. He 
did not want to see the city become another New York. 
He was sure the Corporation would try to make the best use 
of Wythenshawe and build there houses of the best type and 
the best design. 

SOUTH WALES INSTITUTE. 
(CENTRAL BRANCH.) 

The second of the series of public lectures arranged by the 
Seuth Wales Institute of Architects (Central Branch) and the 
Institute of Builders (South Wales Branch) was given on 
Thursday, 27 November, at the Lecture Theatre, Engineers’ 
Institute, Cardiff, by Mr. H. V. Lanchester, F.R.I.B.A., who 
spoke on “‘ The Esthetics of Engineering.”” Mr. T. Alwyn 
Liovd, F.R.I.B.A., President, South Wales Institute of Archi- 
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tects, presided over a good attendance retert to the clos« 
association of the lecturer and the Ci Oo ardiff. The standard 
set by Messrs. Lanchester and Rickards I 
City Hall and Law Courts had b 
which the architects of the subs 
Cathays Park had strived to maintain 

The lecturer referred to the conflict ms of funda 
mentalism and traditionalism in engi rit ork. He indi- 
cated that a purely logical solutior bl in structural 
design often achieved beauty embellish 
iron bridges by the addition of so-called architectural details 
usually led to disaster. He dealt I 
car, the aeroplane, and the ship, and re ked that the objec- 
tion to electrical pylons was in pylon 
being from the xsthetic poir f vic I rable to the old 
windmills. 

The lecture was illustrated 
slides. 

A vote of thanks to the lecture 
Fox, Director of the National Mu 
by Mr. F. J. Thomas, F.I.O.B., 
Norman Edwards and Percy TI 


design of the 
high one, 
buildings in 


of the mot 


Notices 
SPECIAL GENERAL MI 
"THURSDAY, 15 JANUARY 1931, 


At the suggestion of the organisers he International 
Exhibition of Persian Art now being held at Burlington 
House, the Council have arranged a Special General 
Meeting to be held at the R.I.B.A. on Thursday, 15 
January 1931, at 5.30 p.m., when Mr. Arthur Upham 
Pope, one of the Directors of the Exhibiti: 
a lecture, illustrated by lantern slides, on ‘* Some Featut 
of Persian Architecture.”” Members of the public 
cordially invited to attend 

THE SIXTH GENERAL MEETING 
Sixth General Meeting (Ordinary) of the Ses 
31 will be held on 


c 


i. will de lin eT 


\londavy, IQ 
8.30 p.m., for the following pur 
‘Lo read the minutes of the 
Monday, 5 January 1931; fot 
attending for the first time since their election 
The President, Sir Banister Fletcher, F.S.A, to present 
the London Architecture MI 1 and Diploma for 1929 
to Messrs. Adams, Holden and Pear ae for their 
building, the Underground Electri 
Premises, Broadway, Westminst 
Prizes and Studentships awarde« 
ANNUAL SI 
Members’ subscriptions 


Con pani “i 


| 
present the 


contributions became due on 
‘The amounts are as follows 
Fellows 
\ssociates 
Licentiates . 
Students 
Subscribers .. he g @ 
COMPOSITION OF MEMBERS’ SUBSCRIPTIONS 
FOR LIFE MEMBERSHIP 
The attention of Members is drawn to the scheme for 
compounding subscriptions for Life Membership which 
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was approved by the General Body at the Business Meet. 
ing held on Monday, 5 December 1927. 

Fellows, Associates and Licentiates of the Royal 
Institute may become Life Members by compounding 
their respective annual subscriptions on the fc llowing 
basis : 

For a Fellow by a payment of £73 10s. (70 guiieas). 

For an Associate or Licentiate by a payment of /'44 25 
(42 guineas), with a further payment of £29 8s. on being 
admitted as a Fellow. F 

Provided always that in the case of a Fellow or Asso. 
ciate the above compositions are to be reduced by rag 3 
per annum for every completed year of membership of 
the Royal Institute after the first five years, and in the 
case of a Licentiate by £1 1s. per annum for every com- 
pleted year of membership of the Royal Institute. 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE R.I.B.A. 
THe LIceNTIATE CLAss. 

The revised Bye-laws of the Royal Institute of British 
Architects have received the approval of His Majesty's 
Privy Council and applications may now be sent in for 
membership of the R.I.B.A. in the Licentiate Class. Full 
information and the necessary forms will be sent on appli- 
cation being made to the Secretary R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit 
Street, London, W.1. 


ASSOCIATES AND THE FELLOWSHIP 
Associates who are eligible and desirous of transferring 
to the Fellowship are reminded that if they wish to 
take advantage of the election to take place on 13 April 
1931, thev should send the necessary nomination forms 
to the Secretary R.I.B.A, not later than Saturday, 
7 February 1931. 


LICENTIATES AND THE FELLOWSHIP 

The attention of Licentiates is called to the provisions 
of Section IV, Clause 4 (4) and (cil) of the Supplemental 
Charter of Licentiates who are eligible and 
desirous of transferring to the Fellowship can obtain full 
particulars on application to the Secretarv R.I.B.A,, 
stating the clause under which they propose to apply for 
nomination 

OVERSEAS APPOINTMENTS. 

\Iembers contemplating applying for appointments 
overseas are recommended to communicate with the 
Secretary R.I.B.A., who will supply them with any avail- 
able information respecting conditions of employment, 
cost of living, climatic conditions, etc. 


1925. 





THE R.1.B.A. INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 
NOVEMBER 1930. 


The R.I.B.A. Intermediate Examination qualifying for 
election as Student R.I.B.A. was held in London from 21 to 
27 November, and in Manchester, Newcastle and Edinburgh 
from 21 to 26 November 1930. 

Of the 200 candidates examined, 96 passed and 104 wert 
relegated. ‘The successful candidates are as follow : 
Adams: John Stanley. 
Alcock ° Harold. 

Aldred : Douglas Winston. 
Ardin: Arthur James 


Bacon: Clarence. 

Barrett : Thomas. 
Bashforth : Arthur. 
Baxter: Archibald James. 
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Ingham: Wilfred. 
Jarratt: Herbert Stanley. 
Johnson : Clement Park. 
Jones: Albert Hugh Dennis. 
Jones : David Archibald. 
Jones : John Rhagfyr. 
Keeping: Cuthbert 

tague George. 
Kemp: Arthur Sydney. 
Lack: Kenneth Rivers. 
Lister: Claude Lewis. 
Macfarlane: Arnold Aiken. 
Mason: Stanley Cyril. 
Mellor: Hugh Vernon. 
Millard : Leonard William. 
Moore: Ernest Clifford. 
Moore : Thomas Eric. 
Morrison: David Charles. 
Moseley : Horace George. 
Everest, Arthur Leslie. Neil: Charles Arthur Wells. 
Evre: Osbert Fynes Clinton. Olley : Bernard William 
Farquhar : Rowland = Ed- James. ; 

ea | Owen: Goronwy. 
Penman: Leslie Roland. 
Potter: Robert James. 
Potterton: George Edward. 
Ratcliffe : Beric Ford. 
Reid : James George. 
Reid : Kenneth Cato. 
Richardson : Maurice Stuart. 
Roberts : Eric Arthur. 
Robertson : David Lambert. 
Robins: Stanley Edward. 
Saint: Arthur. 
Sanderson: Willie Hesling. 
Scherrer: Emil Cyril. 
Scott: William John. 
Soulsby : George Ernest. 
Surtees: John. 

Templeman : Kenneth Fred- 
erick. 
Tippetts : 
Walker: 
Watson : 


Bentley : Stuart. 

Bott: Charles Stanley. 

Bozier : George Alfred. 

Calton: Jack Norman. 

Chamberlaine : Donald. 

Coleman: John Norman. 

Cooper : Ernest Colin. 

Cusworth : Harry. 

Dark: Arthur James. 

Davies: Eric. 

Dixie: Frederick Harker. 

Dumble: Alan. 

Dyer: Leonard Sydney. 

or; Sedan. 

Edleston : Richard Chambers. 

Edleston: Wilfrid Edgar. 

Edwards, Edward Gerald 
Walton. 

Edwards: Percy William. 


Mon- 


Fermaud: Laurence 
ward Auguste. 


Hay- 


Foreman: Maurice. 
Fowler : William Roy. 
Freeborn : Ernest Edward. 
Gingell: Clifford. 
Godsall: Harry Vernon. 
Goodair: Alfred George. 
Haddock : Harold Malley. 
Haines : Sidney Michael. 
Hall: Denys Matthew. 
Hardcastle : Albert John. 
Harding: Harold. 
Harrison : John 
Kenneth. 


Edward 


Harvey : Hammond Joseph. 
Hasker : Frederick Leslie. 
Head: Paul Ernest. 

Henry : George Austyn. 
Hewitt: Francis Arthur. 
Hill: John James. 

Hives : Eric George Vinan. 
Ivan Sydney. 
Hope: John Leonard. 


Russell Wardle. 
Herbert. 

Percy Arthur. 
Watson: William Irving. 
Williams: Harold. 
Wood: Allan Haigh. 


Woodcock : Percy. 


Hodgess : 





NOTES FROM THE MINUTES OF THE COUNCIL. 
1 December 1930. 
EXAMINATIONS, 

The following results were reported to the Council :- 

(a) ‘THE SUMMER EXAMINATIONS, 1930: R./.B.4. 
Intermediate Examination, Fune 1930.—Examined, 187 ; 
Passed, 80; Relegated, 107; Percentage Passed, 43. 

RILB.A. Final Examination, July 1930.—Examined, 
99; Passed, 38 (and 8 Part I only); Relegated, 53 ; 
Percentage Passed, 46. 

RILB.A. Special Examination, July 1930.—Examined, 
22; Passed, 10 (and 1 Part I only); Relegated, 11 ; 
Percentage Passed, 50. 

RI.B.A. Examination in Professionla 
Students of Recognised Schools of Architecture, July 1930.— 


Practice for 
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Examined, 63; Passed, 50 ; 
Passed, 79. 

(6b) R.I.B.A. EXAMINATIONS OversEAS : Final Examina- 
tion, Johannesburg, South Africa, November 1929.— 
Examined, 2; Passed, 1; Relegated, 1; Percentage 
Passed, 50. 

Examination in Professional Practice, Perth, Western 
Australia, March 1930.—Examined, 1; Passed, 1 
Relegated, - Percentage Passed, 100. 


Relegated, 13 ; Percentage 


THE FINAL EXAMINATION THESIS EXAMINERS (HONORARY). 


Mr. P. W. Barnett [4.] was appointed as a ‘Thesis 
Examiner. 
SCHOOLS. 


On the recommendations of the Board of Architectural 
Education the following decisions were made :— 
(a) The School of Architecture, University 
Dublin. —That the five years’ Degree course be 
nised for exemption from the R.I.B.A. 

Examination. 

(b) The School of Architecture, Leicester.—That the 
recognition of the three years’ full-time day course for 
exemption from the R.I.B.A. Intermediate Examination 
be continued. 

(c) The Department of. Architecture, The Northern 
Polytechnic, London.—That the recognition of the three 
vears’ full-time day course for exemption from the 
R.I.B.A. Intermediate Examination be continued, and 
that the condition whereby those students who only 
obtained a third class pass in the Third Year Final 
Examination are not eligible 
abolished. 

(d) The 


bridge. 


Colle Le, 
recog- 
Intermediate 


for the exemption be 


School of Architecture, University of Cam- 
‘That the condition whereby third class ordinary 
Degree students are excluded from exemption from the 
R.I.B.A. Intermediate Examination be abolished, and 
that third class ordinary Degree students be eligible for 
exemption in the same way as students obtaining first 
and second class Degrees 

(e) The School of Architecture, Plymouth Central School 
of Arts and Crafts —That the School of Architecture, 
Plymouth Central School of Arts and Crafts, be recog- 
nised for exemption from the Testimonies of Study for 
the R.I.B.A. Intermediate Examination. 

Exhibition of Designs of Students exempted from thi 
RJI.B.A, Final Examination —(1) The Board reported 
that they found the general standard satisfactory. 

(2) On the recommendation of the Board the R.I.B.A. 
Silver Medal and £5 in books for Recognised Schools 
was awarded to Mr. J. V. Nisbet (Architectural Asso- 
ciation School of Architecture). 

Exhibition of Designs of Students exempted from the 
RJI.B.A. Intermediate Examination—(1) The Board 
reported that they found the general standard satisfactory. 

(2) On the recommendation of the Board, the R.I.B.A. 
Bronze Medal and £5 in Books was awarded to Mr. 
R. P. S. Hubbard (Liverpool School of Architecture), 
and a Certificate of Honourable Mention was awarded 
to Mr. J. E. Moore (Department of Architecture, ‘The 
Northern Polytechnic). 
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R.I.B.A. PrizEs AND STUDENTSHIPS. 


On the recommendation of the Board it was decided 
that the following competitions be open to registered 
Students of the R.I.B.A. Allied Societies in the 
Dominions : 

The Soane Medallion. 

The Victory Scholarship. 

The Owen Jones Studentship 

The Silver Medal for Essays. 

The Henry Saxon Snell Prize. 

The Alfred Bossom Travelling Studentship 
The Grissell Prize. 

The Neale Bursary. 

The Hunt Bursary. 

‘The Godwin and Wimperis Bursary 


(ARCHIBALD DAWNAY) SCHOLARSHIPS, 
1930-1931. 


THe R.1.8.A. 


The Board reported that the following awards had been 
made : 

(a) First Years of Scholarships 1) An R.I.B.A. 
(Archibald Dawnay) Scholarship of £75 for the year 
1930-1931 to Mr. J. A. Pinckheard Jepartment of 
Architecture, Surveying and Building, the Northern 
Polytechnic). 

(2) An R.I.B.A. (Archibald Dawnay) Scholarship of 
£50 for the year 1930-1931 to Mr. Arthur Roberts 
(Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liver- 
pool). 

(b) Second Years of Scholarships Mr. F. J. M. 
Ormrod (Liverpool School of Architecture, University 
of Liverpool), who was awarded an R.I.B.A. (Archibald 
Dawnay) Scholarship of £75 for the year 1929-1930. 

Mr. J. P. Ward (Welsh School of Architecture, The 
Technical College, Cardiff), who was awarded an R.I.B.A. 
(Archibald Dawnay) Scholarship of {50 for the year 
1929-1930. 

(c) Last Instalments of Second Year Scholarships 
Moneys.—Mr. L. A. Chackett (Birmingham School of 
Architecture). Mr. John Hughes (Liverpool School of 
Architecture, University of Liverpool). 


em Ae 


R.I.B.A. MAINTENANCE SCHOLARSHIPS IN ARCHITECTURE, 


The Board reported that the following awards had 

been made :- 

(a) Hubert Bennett (£100), School of Architecture, 
University of Manchester. 

A. K. Brown (£50), School of Architecture, Arm- 
strong College, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

F. W. Wright (£100), School of Architecture 
University of Sheffield. 

G. G. Laidler (R.I.B.A. Fourth and Fifth Year 
Maintenance Scholarship, £100), School of 
Architecture, The Architectural Association. 

]. F. D. Wylson (A.G.B.I. Maintenance Scholar- 
ship, £100), School of Architecture, ‘The Archi- 
tectural Association. 

(6) An R.I.B.A. Maintenance Scholarship of £100, 
tenable for one year and renewable for two 
further periods of one year each upon evidence 
of satisfactory progress, to Ralph Dickinson 
(Birmingham School of Architecture) 
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THe R.I.B.A. Howarp Co.iis TRAVELLING STUDENTsHIp 
AT THE ARCHITECTURAL ASSOCIATION SCHOOL OF ARCHI- 
TECTURE, 1930. 

‘The Board reported that the Studentship had been 

awarded to Miss Charlotte Gray. 


THE R.I.B.A. (DONALDSON) MEDAL AT THE Barrier 
SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE, UNIVERSITY OF LONDON, 1930, 
‘The Board reported that the Medal had been awarded 
to Mr. Eric Frank Starling. 
REPRESENTATION ON THE BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL 
EDUCATION. 

On the recommendation of the Board it was decided 
that the Association of Head Mistresses be invited 
annually to appoint a representative to the Board of 
Architectural Education. 

PETROL STATIONS IN RESIDENTIAL AREAS : 
EXPORTATION OF HISTORICAL BUILDINGs. 

On the recommendation of the Allied Society’s Con- 
ference it was decided to support and submit to the 
Ministry of Health the following resolutions proposed by 
the South-Eastern Society of Architects :— 

Petrol Stations in Residential Areas——‘‘ In the fresh 
legislation contemplated by the Ministry of Health, it is 
hoped that some such clause may be incorporated that 
will enable local authorities to preserve for the enjoy- 
ment of the public the amenities of any street, road or 
locality, and of avoiding obstruction or danger in regard 
to traffic therein by reason of the establishment of petrol 
stations.” 

Exportation of Historical Buildings.—‘ It is also hoped 
that some legislation may be introduced to prevent the 
exportation of ancient buildings and monuments.”’ 


THE REGISTRATION BILL. 
The sincere thanks of the Council were conveyed to 
Col. 'T. C. R. Moore, M.P., for his services in taking up 
and presenting the Registration Bill. 


THE SOCIETY FOR THE PROTECTION OF ANCIENT BUILD- 
INGS SCHOLARSHIP SCHEME. 
It was decided to make a donation of £10 1os. towards 
the cost of the Society for the Protection of Ancient 
Buildings Scholarship Scheme. 


‘THE ARCHITECTS’ BENEVOLENT SOCIETY. 
It was decided to renew the annual grant of {£150 to 
the Architects’ Benevolent Society. 


THE ‘TWELFTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF ARCHITECTS, 
BUDAPEST, SEPTEMBERIQ30. 

The thanks of the Council were ocnveyed to Lt.-Col. 
H. P. Cart de Lafontaine for his report, as the R.I.B.A. 
delegate at the International Congress at Budapest, and 
it was decided to publish the report in the JOURNAL. 

MEMBERSHIP : ELECTION 5 JANUARY 1931. 

Applications for Membership were approved as 

follows :— 


As Hon. Associates 2 applications. 
As Fellows : . ee 
As Associates ‘ 5 Me 
As Licentiates - 83 es 
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AppLIC\TIONS FOR ELECTION As LICENTIATES UNDER 
Sectic < IIL (f) OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL CHARTER OF 1925. 


Tw: applications were approved. 


RESIGNATIONS. 
Th: following resignations were accepted with regret:— 
-ercival William Hawkins [4.]. 
Herbert Athill Stallwood [L.]. 


ELECTION OF STUDENTS. 
The following Probationers were elected as Students 
of the R.I.B.A. :— 

Bel!, Brian McEwen (University of London). 

Bennett, Arthur Cyril (Liverpool School of Archi- 
tecture). 

Bryce, Helen Mary (Edinburgh College of Art). 

Comben, Stanley Albert (University of London). 

Copnall, Stephen Lewis Wynne (Liverpool School of 
Architecture). 

Fidler, Alwyn Gwilym Sheppard (Liverpool School of 
\rchitecture). 

Gearey, Keith Warren (Liverpool School of Archi- 
tecture). 

Herman, Morton Earle (University of Sydney). 

Hobbs, Geoffrey Bryant (Special Exemption). 

Hubbard, Robert Pearce Steel (Liverpool School of 
Architecture). 

Jackson, Pamela Dorotha (Architectural Association). 

Jones, David Morgan (Liverpool School of Archi- 
tecture). 

Jubb, Reginald Herbert (Manchester University). 

Lewis, Brian Bannatyne (Liverpool School of Archi- 
tecture). 

McIntosh, Jean (Liverpool School of Architecture). 

Naylor, David Walter (Leeds College of Art). 

Pinckheard, John Albert (Northern Polytechnic). 

Plews, Clifford Edward (Liverpool School of Archi- 
tecture). 

Policansky, Max (Liverpool School of Architecture). 

Roberts, Arthur (Liverpool School of Architecture). 

Sayers, Alfred Mannington (Architectural Association). 

Searle, Cecil Johnstone (Architectural Association). 

Thoms, Thomas Hill (Glasgow School of Archi- 
tecture), 

Wyatt, Harold (Liverpool School of Architecture). 





ELECTION OF MEMBERS. 

In accordance with the terms of Bye-laws 10 and 11 the 
following Candidates for membership were elected at the 
Council meeting held on Monday, 5 January 1931 :— 

AS HON. ASSOCIATES (2). 

Dircks : RupoLF JAMEs. (Bognor Regis.) 
Scorr: THe Rr. Hon. Sir Leswiz, K.C. 

AS FELLOWS (14). 
Bestow : SmpNEY Francis [A. 1919]. 

Tyne.) 

Davipson : JoHN ApaM [4. 1910.] (Londonderry.) 
GaLeE: GEORGE ALEXANDER [A. 1921]. 
HENDERSON : ANDREW GRAHAM [A. 1910]. 
Home: GrorrrReY WYVILLE [A. 1911]. 


(Newcastle-upon- 


(Glasgow.) 


Howitt : Major Tuomas Cecit [A. 1911]. (Nottingham.) 
KNIGHT : SHIRLEY [A. 1918]. 
ROBERTSON : MANNING DurpIN [A. 1915]. (Dublin.) 
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Scott: ARCHIBALD, M.B.E. [A. 1904]. 

And the following Licentiates who have passed the Qualifying 

Examination :— 

ABBOTT : Major ALBERT LEIGH, M.C., R.E. 

BARNES : ALFRED HENRY. 

ENGLISH : JOHN WILLIAM. 

Forp : Harry WHARTON. 

PHILPOT: STANLEY. (Tunbridge Wells.) 
AS ASSOCIATES (5). 

Cowie: Morrox JoHN HEDDELL. 

Jothian.) 
FREETH : EVELYN. 


(West Hartlepool.) 


Mid- 


(Corstorphine. 


(Bristol.) 


KELLY : STANLEY WILSON. (Cape Town, South Africa.) 
Oakes: COLIN St. CLatR RycrortT. (Harrow, Middlesex.) 
SoPpER: STEPHEN FREDERIC EDMUND. 


AS LICENTIATES (82). 
FREDERICK WILLIAM. (Wallington, Surrey.) 
ASMAN: DesTIN WILLIAM. (Bradford.) 
BarRD: GEORGE BoaG. (Saltcoats, Ayrshire.) 
BELL : ‘THOMAS EDWARD. 
BeL_L: THOMAS PERCY 
Beswick : Harry. 
BoYLe : 


ANDREWS : 


(Ashington, Northumberland.) 
(Chester.) 

EDWARD ALEXANDER, M.A.Oxon. 
BRIDGE: PERCY GEORGE. 
BRINTON : STANLEY. (Newcastle-on-Tyne.) 
BROUGHTON : JOHN WILLIAM. (Skipton.) 
Brown ; Percy NorMAN. (Holmfirth.) 

Buck : Henry ADOLPHUS. 

BURNETT : CHARLES JOHN. 

BuTLER: WALTER. (Grimsby.) 

CaBRE: JosEPH WATSON. (Liverpool.) 
CAMPBELL: Epwin. (Newcastle-upon-Tyne.) 
CARRUTHERS-BALLANTYNE: Robert. (Inverness.) 
CayLEY: CHARLES. (Darlington.) 

CHECKLEY : JAMES FREDERICK HAYSELDEN. 
Coomes: CLIFFORD Morris. (Stafford.) 
CRUSH : CHARLES WILLIAM. (Manchester.) 


(Epsom.) 
(Harrow, Middlesex.) 


(North Shields.) 


Dosson: RiIcHARD. (Morecambe and Heysham.) 
Douc.Las : ANDREW. (Ayr.) 
ELuis: FREDERICK CHARLES. (Leeds.) 


FENNELL: ALBERT HENRY. 
FIDLER : DouGLas CHARLES. 
Firie.p: Cyrii, P.A.S.I. 
FRANK: LEOPOLD BERNARD. 
GLOVER: CHARLES WILLIAM. 
GORNALL: JAMES MUNROE. 
GRIEVE: ROBERT RAEBURN. 
HarTLey : EDWIN SPENCER. 
HarTLey: JAMES. (Skipton.) 
Harvey: FREDERICK WILLIAM. 
HayMAN: Enr1c, M.A. (Cantab.). 
HELLAWELL : JAMES EDWARD. 
HENDERSON : ARTHUR GEORGE. (Consett, Co. Durham.) 
HETHERINGTON: Lewis Epwin. (Newcastle-on-Tyne.) 
Hines: GERALD. (Newcastle-on-Tyne.) 

HorsFALL: CHARLES Epwarb. (Halifax.) 

JOHNSON: Frep. (Manchester.) 
MAackiE: DonaLpD MAcDONALD. 
McNatr: Henry SLOAN. (Ayr.) 
MANTON : ALFRED JAMES. (Wolverhampton.) 
MARGETSON : ANTHONY JOHN. (Birmingham.) 
MatTTrHews : Lt.-Co_. Maurice Kersuaw, T.D. 
MESSENGER : ARTHUR WILLIAM BRYANT. (Rochester.) 
Morton: WILiiAM. (Cleckheaton, Yorkshire.) 
Motion : Rospert HENDERSON. (Dunfermline, Fife.) 
Munro: WILLIAM KIRKPATRICK. (Bristol.) 

OakLEY: EpmMuND. (Newcastle-on-Tyne.) 

OLIVER: ERNEST Epwarpb. (Leeds.) 

OswaLp: Haroitp. (Newcastle-on-Tyne.) 


(Chester-le-Street.) 
(Ashford, Middlesex.) 

(Guildford.) 

(Buenos Aires, Argentina.) 
(Sutton, Surrey.) 

(St. Helen’s.) 

(Edinburgh.) 


(Newcastle-on-Tyne.) 
(Purley, Surrey.) 
(Newcastle-on-Tyne.) 


(Edinburgh.) 
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PEARCE: NATHANIEL FRANK. (Near Coventry.) 

PENNELI FRANK Ropert. (Birmingham.) 

PETTETT : HERBERT CHARLES, P.A.S.I. (Epsom.) 

PONTING : ERNEST WILLIAM. 

REEVES : CHARLES WestTcoTT, F.S.I. 

RippLE: WILLiAM. (Wallsend-on-Tyne.) 

RiteEY: Frep. (Manchester.) 

Roperts : ERNEST SAMUEL. (Birmingham.) 

ROBERTSON : Haro_p EpGar. (Honiton, Devon.) 

SATCHWELL : PERCY ROLAND HaNps. (Birmingham.) 

SELLECK : GEORGE BROOKING. (Stafford.) 

SEWARD: Henry THomas. (Manchester.) 

SHAW: James Epwarp. (Newcastle-on-Tyne 

SHAW : NorBERT Bowes. 

SILVERSTON : Henry. (East Grinstead, Sussex.) 

SIMPSON : ANGELO WILLIAM ROBERT (Blackburn.) 

SLIPPER: STANLEY NORMAN. (Newcastle-on-Tyne.) 

SMELLIE ALEXANDER. 

SMITH : REGINALD VICTOR. 

STEVENS: BENJAMIN, F.S.I. (Willingdor \ 

STEWART : WILLIAM FRASER TYTLER. (Glasgi 

TILLEY : Hersert Georce, P.A.S.I. 

TIMBRELL: EpmMuND Gentry, B.Sc.(Hons.), 
(Epsom.) 

WaGER: FRANK. (Birmingham.) 

Watson-Hart: Francis JAMES 

WEBSTER: FRANK MARTIN. (4 

WELBURN: Harry. (Manchest 

WHEELER: ADRIAN CHARLES ST! 

WINbDeER: RICHARD ARCHIBALI 


1 
(Salop.) 


(Glasgow.) 


\.M.Inst.C.E. 





APPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP 
ELECTION 2 FEBRUARY 1931 

In accordance with the tern f Bye-laws 10 and 11, 

an election of candidates for membership will take place 

at the Council Meeting to be held on Monday, 2 February 

1931. The names and candidates, 

with the names of their proposers, found 


| 
addresses of thi 
by the Council 
to be eligible and qualified in accordance with the Charter 
and Bye-laws, are herewith published for the informa- 


tion of members. Notice of any objection or other 

communication respecting them must sent to thi 

Secretary, R.I.B.A., not later than Tuc vy, 20 January 

1931 

AS FELLOWS 

CoLeE: Epwarb Rospinson FERDINAND, verpool [A 
1919], School of Architecture, nivers Liverpool, 
Liverpool; 2, St. Aidan’s ‘Terrace, ughton, Birken- 
head. Proposed by Profe : eillv, Professor 
Patrick Abercrombie and Proftess¢ ynnel B 

DoucLass: HrNry ARCHIBALD I 
Architecture, The Polytechnic, W.1: 
‘St. Nicholas,’ Coulsdon Rise, ulsdon, Surrey 
Proposed by A. H. Moberly, Proft Richardson 
and J. Alan Slater. 

DRAKI FRANCIS MILVERTON s. . 16241, ina Chambers, 
Shrewsbury ; “* Little Orchard,” 
Proposed by Frank H. Shayler, ohn W. Simpson 
and Sir John J. Burnet 
HES: Basi, P.A.S.I. ; iyvmond Buildings, 
Gray's Inn, W:C.13 ~ rs,” Woldingham, 
Surrey. Proposed by Arthut lliam G. Newton 
and Philip D. Hepworth. 
LARD: FRANCIS ALLAN [A. 192 
ment, Kuala Lumpur, Federated 


by W. F. Hedges, A. Gordon 


Budden 
School of 


street, 


Shrewsbury 


blic Works Depart- 
vy States Proposed 


bert Keys. 
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REES : VERNER OWEN [A. 1922], 36, Bedford Square, 

30, Upper Mall, Hammersmith, W.6. Pro; 
Howard Robertson, Louis de Soissons and J. R. ithart, 

And the following Licentiate, who is qualified under Sec jon IV. 

Clause 4 ¢ (ii), of the Supplemental Charter of 1925 : 

ATKINS : NORMAN Henry, 62, West Street, Fareham, [ants - 
‘‘ Hazelhurst,’’ Southampton Road, Fareham, Hants. 
Proposed by A. Leonard Roberts, Richard Hz2!! and 
Lt.-Col. A. E. Cogswell. 

AS ASSOCIATES (2) 

BOWDEN: FRANK Ivor [Final], 59, Princess Victoria Street, 
Clifton, Bristol. Proposed by G. C. Lawrer . Sir 
George H. Oatley and G. D. Gordon Hake. 

WatGH: Husertr Locks.ey [Special Examination), 49, Glen 
Street, Hawthorn, E.2, Melbourne, Victoria, Australia, 
Proposed by Kingsley A. Henderson, Leighton F. Irwin 
and Roy K. Stevenson. 

AS LICENTIATES (84) 

ApAMS: JOHN, 22 Down Street, W.1. Proposed by H. Perey 
Gordon and M. C. Broad, and applying for nomination 
by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3(d). 

BARKER: HERBERT CLIFFORD, c 0 Messrs. M. E. & O.H. Collins, 
115 Old Broad Street, E.C.2; 7 Valmar Road, Denmark 
Hill, S.E.5. Proposed by M. E. Collins, Owen H. Collins 
and E. N. Clifton. 

BATEMAN : JOHN AMBROSE, c 0 J. C. S. Soutar, Esq., Wvldes, 
North End, Hampstead, N.W.3; 74 Oakwood Road, 
Golders Green, N.W.11. Proposed by Dr. Raymond 
Unwin, John C. S. Soutar and Evelyn Simmons 

BELL: EDWIN CHARLEs, c 0 Geo. J. Bell, Esq., Central Cham- 
bers, Whitby Street, West Hartlepool ; Osterley House 
Stockton Road, West Hartlepool. Proposed by ¢ F 
Burton and the President and Hon. Secretary of the 
Northern Architectural Association under the provisions 
of Bye-law 3(a). 

BELI GEORGE JAMEs, Central Chambers, Whitby Street, 
West Hartlepool ; 40 Ashgrove Avenue, West Hartlepool 
Proposed by R. R. Kitching and the President and Hon 
Secretary of the Northern Architectural Association under 
the provisions of Bye-law 3(a). 

BEVERLEY: SAMUEL, 7 Sackville Street, W.1; 7 Scarsdale 
Villas, Kensington, W.8. Proposed by Frank T. Verity, 
Sir Banister Fletcher and Sydney Tatchell. 

BIRKINSHAW : JOHN JAMES, c o Perey Robinson, Esgq., 51 
Great George Street, Leeds ; 150 Potternewton Lane, 
Chapel Allerton, Leeds. Proposed by Percy Robinson, 
Colonel Albert E. Kirk and B. R. Gribbon. 

BLiack: Harry LoGan, London County Council, Architect 
Dept., County Hall, S.E.1 ; 3, Newton Road, Bayswater, 
W.2. Proposed by Chas. ‘ Mole, D. Thomson, and 
applying for nomination by the Council under the pro- 
visions of Bye-law 3(d). 

BROWNI THomas Linpsay, M.C., Pearl Buildings, Nor- 
thumberland Street, Newcastle-on-Tyne ; 2 Marden 
Avenue, Cullercoats, Northumberland. Proposed 
Lt.-Col. A. K. Tasker, J. C. Maxwell and Sydne: 
Lawson. 

CHILTON : JOHN Epwarpb, 11 Tubwell Row, Darlington ; 45 
Woodland Road, Darlington. Proposed by F. Clark, 
Arthur C. Martin and R. Ridley Kitchin. 

CLamMp: James, c/o Messrs. McCarthy, Collings and Co 
Central Chambers, Coalville, Leicestershire ; 19 Broom 
Levys Road, Coalville, Leicestershire. Proposed by 
William Keay and the President and Hon. Secretary ot 
the Leicester and Leicestershire Society of Architects 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3(a). 

CONNABEER: CECIL RANDOLPH, Architectural Dept., Town 
Hall, Stratford; 69 Silverdale Avenue, Westcliff-on- 
Sea. Proposed by Percy G. Hayward, Sir Charles A 
Nicholson and Neil Martin-Kaye. 
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Coxv sy: Francis Ropert Atoysius, 72 Castle Street, 
Pf lfast ; John Mitchell Place, Newry ; 71 Rutland Street, 
(+rmeau Road, Belfast. Proposed by Kendrick Edwards, 
k. H. Gibson and the late Edwin R. Kennedy. 

CorNek: ARTHUR GEORGE, Town Hall, Stratford; 22 
Cleveleys Road, Upper Clapton, E.5. Proposed by A. E. 
Riggs, and applying for nomination by the Council 

nder the provisions of Bye-law 3(d). 

Cox: WILLIAM THomas, 12 Norbury Hill, Norbury, S.W.16. 
Proposed by A. H. Jones, G. Grey Wornum and Arthur 
\Vm. Kenyon. 

CrisPiIN: STEWART JOHNSON, Midland Bank Chambers, 
l.iskeard, Cornwall; 3 Carwinion Terrace, Liskeard, 
Cornwall. Proposed by B. Priestley Shires and the 
President and Hon. Secretary of the Devon and Corn- 
wall Architectural Society under the provisions of Bye- 
law 3(a). 

Curtis: Htsert Victor Cow Ley, 27 Essex Street, Strand, 
W.C.2; ° The Cottage,’’ Brook Street Hill, Brentwood, 
Essex. Proposed by Charles E. Varndell, C. Wontner 
Smith and H. P. G. Maule. 

CHARLES JOHN THomas, F.S.I., London County 
Council, Architects’ Dept., County Hall, S.E.1; 170 
Forest Hill Road, Honor Oak, S.E. Proposed by Rob. 
Robertson, G. Topham Forrest and Arthur Keen. 
rs: Davip BENJAMIN PHILIP Epwarp, London County 
Council, Architects’ Department, the County Hall, 
S.E.1; 11 Airedale Avenue, Chiswick, W.4. Proposed 
by Rob. Robinson, W. T. Sadler and E. Hadden Parkes. 
eS: Harotp Cuirre, F.S.I., 167 Old Chester Road, 
Birkenhead ; 3 Chapel Street, Liverpool; 97 Mount 
Road, Birkenhead. Proposed by Stanley G. Hewitt, 
Gilbert Fraser and W. Geo. Davies. 

Dext: NorMAN, High Row Chambers, Richmond, Yorks ; 
Pilmoor Hill, Richmond, Yorks. Proposed by F. Clark 
and the President and Hon. Secretary of the Northern 
Architectural Association under the provisions of Bye- 
law 3(a). 

Dopp: Harry Davenport, Borough Surveyor’s Dept., 
County Borough of Preston ; 6A Kirkstall Road, South- 
port, Lancs. Proposed by Norman Jones, Goodwin 
5. Packer and Albert Schofield. 

DonGER: WILLIAM JAMES, Westgate Chambers, Winchester, 
Hants; ‘* Ardenza,’”’ Courtenay Road, Winchester. 
Proposed by A. Leonard Roberts, J. Arthur Smith and 
Lt.-Col. R. F. Gutteridge. 

Ductip: Rospert GEorGE ANDREW, Works Dept., Ministry 
of Finance, Castle Arcade Buildings, Belfast; 8 Ophir 
Gardens, Chichester Park, Belfast. Proposed by R. 
Ingleby Smith, R. H. Gibson and the late Edwin 
R. Kennedy. 

FRANKLIN: HERBERT JOHN, P.A.S.I., Architect’s Dept., 
London County Council, County Hall, S.E.1 ; 110 Station 
Road, Harrow. Proposed by Rob. Robertson, Fredk. 
R. Hiorns and W. T. Sadler. 

Frost: Ernest, London County Council, Architect’s Dept., 
County Hall, S.E.1. ‘ Estly,’’ Upper Selsdon Road, 
Sanderstead, Surrey. Proposed by Rob. Robertson, 
Fredk. R. Hiorns and W. T. Sadler. 

GauLt: Huan, 13 Donegall Square North, Belfast ; “* Windy 
Knowe,” Antrim Road, Whitewell, Co. Antrim. Pro- 
posed by the late Edwin R. Kennedy, R. H. Gibson 
and John Seeds. 

Gispps : CHARLES GEORGE, Estate Office, Bournville, Birming- 
ham; 21, Beech Road, Bournville, Birmingham. Pro- 
posed by John B. Surman and the President and Hon. 
Secretary of the Birmingham Architectural Association 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3(a). 

GiLMoRE: James N., Lesmahagow, Lanarkshire. Proposed 
by James Lochhead, Geo. A. Boswell and William Brown. 
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GRIFFITHS: ANDREW NELSON, D16 Exchange Buildings, 
Liverpool ; 28, Knoclaid Road, Tuebrook, Liverpool. 
Proposed by Wm. P. Horsburgh, Gilbert Fraser and 
Arthur L. Horsburgh. 

Harris: EpwaArRpD JAMEs, 3 High Street, Maidenhead ; 
‘* Beverley,’’ Courthouse Road, Maidenhead. Proposed by 
Frank Woods and the President and Hon. Secretary 
of the Berks, Bucks and Oxon Architectural Association 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3(a). 

Harris: HERBERT ALBERT, 26 St. John’s Street, Bedford; 
24 Bradgate Road, Bedford. Proposed by Walter B. 
Stonebridge, W. Talbot Brown and James W. Fisher. 

HarrRIsON: Percy, F.R.G.S., F.S.I., Town Hall, Middleton, 
Lancs. Proposed by William L. Eves, John Swarbrick 
and Harry S. Fairhurst. 

HARRISON : SAMUEL, Council Offices, Cannock, Staffs ; Alder- 
syde, Shoal Hill, Cannock, Staffs. Proposed by R. R. 
Kitching and the President and Hon. Secretary of the 
Northern Architectural Association under the provisions 
of Bye-law 3(a). 

Henry, JAMeEs Pate, 3 Putney Hill, S.W.15; 30 Clarendon 
Road, Putney, S.W.15. Proposed by Charles Nicholas, 
J. E. Dixon Spain and Henry J. Chetwood. 

HiL_L: Ernest, 10 Marsden Street, Manchester; 70 Park 
Road, St. Annes-on-Sea, Lancs. Proposed by Ernest 
Gunson and the President and Hon. Secretary of the 
Manchester Society of Architects under the provisions 
of Bye-law 3(a). 

Hosss: CAPTAIN CHARLES CHRISTIE ARTHUR, R.E., Public 
Works Dept., Government of Nigeria. Proposed by 
Henry A. Porter, S. B. Caulfield and Professor A. E. 
Richardson. 

HucuHes: FREDERICK, Borough Engineer’s Office, Victoria 
Buildings, Stockton-on-Tees; 12 Sydenham _ Road, 
Stockton-on-Tees. Proposed by R. Ridley Kitching 
and the President and Hon. Secretary of the Northern 
Architectural Association under the provisions of Bye- 
law 3(a). 

Jones: MERvYN CAMPBELL, Messrs. Campbell-Jones, Sons 
and Smithers, Skinner’s Hall. 9 Dowgate Hill, E.C.; 
34 Ormonde Gate, Chelsea, S.W.3. Proposed by E. 
Stanley Hall, L. Sylvester Sullivan and W. Campbell 
Jones. 

Kemp: HerpertT GEorGE, c/o Messrs. A. F. Scott and Sons, 
23, Tombland, Norwich; ‘‘ Amberkoi,’’ St. Clement’s 
Hill, Norwich. Proposed by Eric W. B. Scott, Ernest 
H. Buckingham and Stanley J. Wearing. 

LAWTON : THOMAS ALBERT, Borough Engineer and Surveyor’s 
Dept., 18, Upper George Street, Luton ; ‘‘ Mere Knolls,” 
Stockingstone Road, Luton, Beds. Proposed by 
Andrew, Frederick J. Horth and G. Dudley Harbron. 

Lees : ALBERT EDWARD, c/o Messrs. Trehearne and Norman 
Preston and Co., Windsor House, 83 Kingsway, W.C.z2 ; 
6 Hawthorne Avenue, Northwick Park, Harrow. Pro- 
posed by A. F. A. Trehearne, H. J. S. Abrams and W. E. 
Riley. 

LEESON : ARTHUR EDGERTON, 110 Colmore Row, Birmingham ; 
The Ivy House, Shenstone, near Lichfield. Proposed 
by C. E. Bateman, W. Alexander Harvey and L. Ewen 
Harper. 

Lipp1att: Epwin Tuomas, “ Broadview,’’ King’s Worthy, 
Winchester, Hants. Proposed by And. N. Prentice, 
J. Arthur Smith and A. Leonard Roberts. 

Lovepay : LEONARD, 3 The Avenue, Hornsey, N.8. Proposed 
by Corney Newman, H. P. Monckton and W. F 
Foster. 

LoveGROVE: HENRY WALTER Way, 120 Soho Hill, Hands- 
worth, Birmingham; ‘Crency,” 78, Selwyn Road, 
Edgbaston, Birmingham. Proposed by F. Barry Peacock, 
E. C. Bewlay and James A. Swan. 
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Lucas: BerRNarp Epwarp, P.A.S.I., 29, St. Katherine’s 
Way, E.1; 11, Athlone Road, Upper Tulse Hill, S.W.2. 
Proposed by Sydney H. Meyers, Wm. Petch and E. A. 
Fermaud. 

NIACKENZIE : ALEXANDER FINLAY, Town Architect and Burgh 
Surveyor, Inverness; 12 Victoria Terrace, Inverness. 
Proposed by W. J. Taylor, D. Matheson and John 
Wittet. 

MecConviL_tE: Haroip, Housing Director's Dept, Town 
Hall, Manchester; ‘‘ Dromore,’ Blackthorn Avenue, 
Burnage, Manchester. Proposed by J. Theo. Halliday, 
John Swarbrick and Isaac Taylor. 

McDonaLp: Epwarp, F.R.S.A., F.R.S.A.I., County Archi- 
tect’s Dept., Chelmsford, Essex ; 262 Rainsford Road, 
Chelmsford, Essex. Proposed by Jno. Stuart and the 
President and Hon. Secretary of the Essex, Cambridge 
and Hertfordshire Society of Architects under the pro- 
visions of Bye-law 3(a). 

McMILLAN : CapTAIN DouGLAs STUART, 105 Crown Street, 
Aberdeen ; Rosebank, West Cults Aberdeenshire. Pro- 
posed by William E. Gauld and the President and 
Secretary of the Aberdeen Society of Architects undet 
the provisions of Bye-law 3(a). 

Mair: ALEXANDER, 20 Wellington Square, Ayr; The Bower; 
Monkton, Ayrshire. Proposed by James [.ochhead> 
John Watson and James A. Morris 

MANN: STANLEY DartTeR, London County Council, Archi- 
tects’ Department, County Hall, S.E.1; 494 Emmanuel 
Road, Balham, S.W.12 Proposed by Rob. Robertson, 
E. P. Wheeler and W. T. Sadler 

MAXFIELD: WILLIAM RAwson, Borough Engineer's Depart- 
ment, Municipal Offices, High Watford, Herts ; 132 The 
Harebreaks, Watford. William Keay, 
E. Vincent Harris and H. A. Gold 

MetrcaLF: ApRIAN WALTER, London County Council 
Architect’s Department, County Hall, S.E.1;  Shack- 
stead Lane, Godalming, Surrey Proposed by Rob 
Robertson, E. Hadden Parkes and W. T. Sadler 

Mooney: WILLiaM GLover, Architect's Office, National 
Provincial Bank, 15 Bishopsgate, E.C.2; 51 Colville 
Gardens, W.11. Proposed by J. Alan Slater, Herbert A 
Welch and F. C. R. Palmer 

MOosELEY: LEONARD, P.A.S.I., The Estate Office, Colwyn 
Bay ; Girnar, Gordon Avenue, Rhos-on-Sea, N. Wales, 
Proposed by E. Whitfield Burnett, G. A. Humphreys and 
Richard Hall. 

NIcHOLS: Dennis Cusitt, P.A.S.I., 37 Norfolk Street, 
Strand, W.C.2; 39 Wolseley Road, Crouch End, N.8 
Proposed by Sir Henry Tanner, John Murray and Heaton 
Comyn. 

O'NEILL: Gorbon, 26 Corn Market, Belfast; Bay Lands, 
Bangor, Co. Down. Proposed by John Seeds, R. H 
Gibson and applying for nomination by the Council 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3(d) 

OVENSTON : TEMPLE CHARLES, Emden Egan & Co., 7 Garrick 
Street, W.C.2; Crantock, Newcombe Park, Mill Hill, 
N.W.7. Proposed by S. H. Egan, W. G. Wilson and 
Herbert A. Welch. 

PARKINSON: ERNEST WILLIAM, 20, Pocklingtons Walk, 
Leicester; 30 Market Place, Loughborough; 1 High 
Street, Sileby, Near Leicester Proposed by William 
Keay and the President and Hon. Secretary of the Lei- 
cester and Leicestershire Society of Architects under the 
provisions of Bye-law 3(a). 

Percy: WILLIAM GEorRGE, 5 and 18 St. Stephen's House, 
S.W.1; Shibden, Riversdale, Bourne End, Bucks. Pro- 
posed by P. A. Robson, E. Douglas Selway and S. B, 
Caulfield. 
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PINCKNEY: RoGeR ARTHUR PuiLip, 7 Gray’s Inn > :uare. 
W.C.1. Proposed by Sir Giles Gilbert Scott, A. bert 
Scott and W. E. Watson. 

PRossER: ALBERT W. G., ‘* Old Gaston House,” 28 urky 
Street, St. Cuthbert’s, Bedford. Proposed by Gew 2 P 
Allen, Walter B. Stonebridge and Basil C. Deac: 

Rerp: CHARLES FINDLATER, c’o W. Inglis, Esq., 21 Bath 
Street, Glasgow; 12 Dollar Terrace, Glasgow, \V.W 
Proposed by John Watson, T. Harold Hughes and | )ayid 
B. Hutton. 

RICHARDSON : HARLEY BIRKBECK, 3 Skinnergate, Dar] 

Co. Durham; 8 Danesbury Terrace, Darlington 
posed by Thos. W. T. Richardson and the Presid: 
Hon. Secretary of the Northern Architectural Ass 
under the provisions of Bye-law 3(a). 

ROBERTS : NORMAN VINCENT, c 0 Messrs. Briggs and Th 
Royal Liver Building, Liverpool ; 14 Addingham 
Mossley Hill, Liverpool. Proposed by Arnold Th 
H. L. Thornely and Duncan A. Campbell. 

ROBERTSON: Roperr Matcotm, 14 North John 
Liverpool ; 423 Liverpool Road, Birkdale, Lancs 
posed by A. Ernest Shennan, Herbert J. Rowse and 
Keay. 

Rosson: MaAtrrHEW CROMARTY, 144A Newgate reet, 
Bishop Auckland, Co. Durham ; 37 Fleet Street, Bishop 
Auckland. Proposed by Thos. W. T. Richardson and the 
President and Hon. Secretary of the Northern Archi- 
tectural Association under the provisions of Bye-law 3(a) 

RoGers: WittiaM Rosert Hone Rayspown, Pal 
Brewery, Earl Street, Maidstone; 76 Hastings 
Maidstone. Proposed by W. H. Robinson, W: 
Poole and the late Wilfred J. Hardcastle. 

Ross: DonaLp, 21 South Tay Street, Dundee; 1 Ye 
Avenue, Broughty Ferry. Proposed by P. H. ‘1 
and the President and Secretary of the Dundee [ns=:tut 
of Architects under the provisions of Bye-law 3(a). 

SCRIVENER: ARTHUR Roy, Howard Place, Hanley, Stoke- 
on-Trent; ‘‘ The Mount,’” Endon, Stoke-on-Trent 
Proposed by R. T. Longden, Wm. Campbell and Fiijah 
Jones. 

SHIPLEY : GEORGE HaroLp, Vinces Chambers, 53 Park |.ane, 
Leeds, and 1 Halifax Road, Cross Roads, Keighley; 
Lane Ends, Horsforth. Proposed by G. H. Foxgitt 
and the President and Hon. Secretary of the West York- 
shire Society of Architects under the provisions ot Bvye- 
law 3(a). 

STEWART: JOHN, 20 Albert Street, Motherwell;  Wohite- 
house, [anark. Proposed by Ninian Maewhannell, 
T. Harold Hughes and Andrew Balfour. 

STILLMAN: Capt. ARCHIBALD CHARLES HENRY, County 
Architect’s Department, Springfield, Maidstone 15 
Heathfield Avenue, Boxley, Maidstone. Propose by 
Major W. H. Robinson, C. H. Strange and John W. 
Little. 

SURRIDGE: HENRY RavtpH, Bank Chambers, Kettering 
105 Kingsley Avenue, Kettering. Proposed by | 
Gotch, R. J. Williams and H. A. Cooper. 

SUTCLIFFE: EpGar, Manchester Education Committee, 
Education Offices, Deansgate, Manchester; 5 Harchill 
Avenue, Todmorden, Lancs. Proposed by J. Theo. 
Halliday, John Swarbrick and Isaac Taylor. 

TREGONING : EpwiIn BickFrorD, 21 Rosslyn Crescent. N. 
Wembley, Middlesex. Proposed by Wm. B. Binnie, 
and applying for nomination by the Council under the 
provisions of Bye-law 3(d). 

WHETTAM : JOHN CHARLES ParKER, H.M. Dockyard, Chatham ; 
18 Kingswood Avenue, Chatham. Proposed by John L. 
Denman and the President and Hon. Secretary ot 
South Eastern Society of Architects under the provisio: 
Bye-law 3(a). 
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WHITNE Eustace Scott, London County Council, Archi- 
tects. Department, County Hall, S.E.1; 69 Norbury 
Hill, Norbury, S.W.16. Proposed by Rob. Robertson, 
E. } Wheeler and W. T. Sadler. 

WeTHER!:L: JOHN Ropertson, High Row Chambers, 
Richinond ; Gilling Road, Richmond, Yorks. Proposed 
by }. Clark and the President and Hon. Secretary of 
the “Northern Architectural Association under the pro- 
visicus of Bye-law 3(a). 

WILKINS : CHRISTOPHER WILLIAM, 2 Waterloo Road, Havant ; 
‘“Inclewood,’”” Wade Court Road, Havant. Proposed 
by A. Leonard Roberts, J. Arthur Smith and applying 
for nomination by the Council under the provisions of 
Bye-law 3(d). 

WyeTH: JosEPpH Henry, London County Council, Archi- 
tects’ Department, County Hall, S.E.1 ; ‘‘ Heatherbrae,” 
st Alma Road, Carshalton, Surrey. Proposed by Rob. 
Robertson, W. T. Sadler and E. Hadden Parkes. 

Wy_p—E: FREDERICK CHARLES, London County Council, 
Architects’ Department, County Hall, S.E.1 ; 3 Raeburn 
Avenue, Tolworth, Surbiton. Proposed by Rob. Robert- 
son, G. Topham Forrest and C. H. Strange. 


Competitions 


BERMONDSEY : PROPOSED MEDICAL CLINIC. 

The Bermondsey Borough Council invite architects 
tosubmit, in open competition, designs for a new Medical 
Clinic to be erected in Tower Bridge Road. 

Assessor: Mr. E. Stanley Hall | F.). 

Premiums: £250, £150 and {'s50. 

Last day for receiving designs : 9 February 1931. 


COVENTRY : ISOLATION HOSPITAL. 

The City Corporation of Coventry invite architects 
to submit, in open competition, designs for a new Iso- 
lation Hospital for Infectious Diseases to be erected at 
Pinley. 

Assessor : Mr. E. Stanley Hall [F.]. 

Premiums : £300, £200 and £100. 

Last day for receiving designs : 30 April 1931. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on 
application to Mr. Frederick Smith, Town Clerk, Council 
House, Coventry. Deposit {11 Is. 


MANCHESTER : PROPOSED STAND AT THE 
BUILDING TRADES EXHIBITION. 

Messrs. Venesta, Ltd., invite preliminary designs for a 
stand at the Building Trades Exhibition, Manchester, to 
display ‘‘ Venesta Plywood ”’ and ‘‘ Plymax.”’ 

Jury of Assessors : 

Mr. Christian Barman, Editor The Architects’ Journal. 

Mr. W. L. Woods, Editor The Architect and Building 
Vews. 

Professor A. E. Richardson [F.], representing The 
Builder. 

Mr. H. de C. Hastings, 
Review. 

Mr. Henry Rutherford. 

Premiums : £100 and four of £10 each. 

Last day for receiving designs : 12 February 1931. 
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Conditions of the competition may be obtained on 
application to Venesta, Ltd., Vintry House, Queen Street 
Place, London, E.C.4. 


NORWICH: PROPOSED NEW FIRE STATION. 

The Norwich Corporation invite architects practising in 
Norwich or the County of Norfolk to submit, in competi- 
tion, designs for a new Fire Station, to be erected on a site 
in Bethel Street. 

Assessor: Mr. Robert Atkinson [F.]. 

Premiums: {100, £75, £50 and £25. 

Last day for receiving designs : 1 February 1931. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on 
application to Mr. Noel B. Rudd, Town Clerk, Guildhall, 
Norwich. Deposit £1 1s. 


SCARBOROUGH : NEW SCHOOL. 

The Scarborough Education Committee invite archi- 
tects to submit, in open competition, designs for a new 
School to be erected in Seamer Road. 

Assessor: Mr. Morris Thompson [F.]. 

Premiums: {100, £60 and £40. 

Last day for receiving designs: 17 January 1931. 


Members’ Column 


PARTNERSHIP WANTED. 

PARTNERSHIP wanted in an established London architectural 
practice. Highest personal and_ professional qualifications, 
\.R.I.B.A., Tite Prizeman, 5 years’ school training. Experience in 
high class English and American offices. R.A. exhibits. Certain 
amount of capital available-—Apply Box No. 6131, c/o The Secre- 
tary R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street. London, W.1. 

PERMANENT position desired with prospects of Partnership in 
established architectural practice in London or provinces. Capital 
available. ‘Twelve years’ London experience. Apply Box No. 
1131, c o The Secretary, R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, London, W.1. 

PROVINCIAL PRACTICE WANTED. 

MEMBER wishes to purchase general provincial practice of income 
not less than £600 minimum per annum. West or Southern 
Counties preferred.—Apply Box No. 3112, c/o The Secretary 
R.1.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, London, W.1. 


CHANGE OF ADDRESS. 
Mr. W. E. Wirwts [4.], formerly of Danyderi, Ystrad, Rhondda, 
1s changed his address to ** Fairwell,”’ Pwllmelin Road, Llandaff 


Cardiff. 


Messrs. F. W. Rees & PartTNers, of 44 Park Lane, Croydon 
have removed their offices to 27 & 31, High Street, Croydon, their 
telephone number remaining the same as before, Croydon 1030. 
Major F. W. Rees [L.], who is Hon. Sec. of the Croydon Chapter 
of the South Eastern Society of Architects, would ask members to 
take note of this change of address. 


Mr. Cyrit A. Farey [A.] has moved to 4 Bentinck Terrace 
Albert Road, Regents Park, N.W.8. ‘Telephone : Primrose 3071. 


ACCOMMODATION OFFERED. 

Rent Free. Member, partly retired, offers the use of his well- 
appointed Office, Hampstead Heath, rent free, to a companionable 
member in return for occasional help.—Apply Box 2312, c/o The 
Secretary, R.I.B.A., 9 Conduit Street, London, W.1. 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION WANTED. 

MEMBER of the Institute requires offices in Bloomsbury district. 
Would consider sharing if vacant accommodation available.-—Apply 
Box 5120, c/o The Secretary R.1I.B.A., g Conduit Street, London, 
W.8s 
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Minutes VI 


SESSION 1930-1931. 


At the Fifth General Meeting (Ordinary) of the Session 
1930-1931, held on Monday, 5 January 1931, at 8.0 p.m. 

Sir Banister Fletcher, F.S.A., President, and afterwards 
Mr. H. M. Fletcher, Vice-President, in the Chair. 

The attendance book was signed by 27 Fellows (including 
14 members of Council), 25 Associates (including 5 members 
of Council), 6 Licentiates, 1 Hon. Associate and a very large 
number of visitors. 

The Minutes of the Special General Meeting held on 15 
December 1930, having been published in the JOURNAL, were 
taken as read, confirmed and signed as correct 

The Hon. Secretary announced the decease of : 

Ernest Cannell, transferred to Fellowship 1925 

Albert Charles Havers, elected Licentiate IQIO, Fellow 
1920. 

Professor Ravenscroft Elsey Smith, elected Associate 
1889, Fellow 1905. Professor Elsey Smith was 
Donaldson Medallist in 1878-79, Institute Medallist 
(Essay) in 1887 and Greek Travelling Student in 1888 

and it was Resolved that the regrets of the Institute for thei1 
loss be entered on the Minutes and that a message of sympathy 
and condolence be conveyed to their relatives 

The following members attending for the first time since 
their election were formally admitted by the President : 

Mr. D. R. Duncan [A 

Mr. S. A. Hurden [A.] 

Mr. Hubert J. Tanton [A 

Miss Kathleen Veitch [A 

Mr. C. Malcolm Vine [4.] 

Mr. Ceci! Kennard [L.}. 

Mr. Arthur B. Packham [1 
by i resolution of the 
mber of the Royal 


The Chairman announced that 
Council the following had ceased to b me 
Institute : 

As Licentiat 
James Frederick Carruthers Bell. 

The Secretary having read the Deed of Award of Prizes 
and Studentships made by the Council under the Common 
Seal, the Sealed Envelopes bearing the mottoes of the successful 
competitors were opened and the names disclosed 

Mr. T. A. Darcy Braddell [F.] read a review of the works 
submitted for the Prizes and Studentships 1931 and illustrated 
it by lantern slides. On the motion of Mr. W. C. Eaton, 
Principal Assistant Secretary to the Board of Education, 
seconded by Mr. L. Sylvester Sullivan [F.], Chairman of the 
Board of Architectural Education, a vote of thanks was passed 
to Mr. Braddell by acclamation and was briefly responded to 

This concluded the business of the Ordinary General 
Meeting. 

At a Special General Meeting held on Monday, 5 January 
1931 immediately after the Ordinary General Meeting above 
recorded and similarly constituted with the exception of visitors 
who had been requested to retire. 

The Chairman announced that the meeting had been called 
for the purpose of confirming the following resolution, passed 
by the requisite majority at a Special Business Meeting held 
on Monday, 15 December 1930: 

“That Bye-laws 15, 20, 21, 24, 28¢ (il), 34, 35, 36, 
38, 55, 64, 81 (a) and 83 be amended as follows and the 


necessary steps be taken to obtain the sanction of the 


10 January 1931 


Privy Council to such amendments as is requir: | to give 
effect to this resolution.” 
[The amendments were printed in the JouRNaI 
20 December 1930.] 
The confirming resolution was moved from the (| 
passed by a unanimous vote. 


n 6 and 
\air and 


The proceedings closed at 9.55 p.m. 





ARCIiITECTS’ BENEVOLENT SOCIETY 
(Insurance Department). 
HOUSE PURCHASE SCHEME 
(for property in Great Britain only). 


The Society is able, through the services of a leading 
Assurance Office, to assist an Architect (or his client) in 
securing the capital for the purchase of a house for his 
own occupation, on the following terms :— 


AMOUNT OF LOAN 
Property value exceeding £666, but not exceeding 
£2,500, 75 per cent. of the value. 
Property value exceeding £2,500, but not exceeding 
£4,500, 663 per cent. of the value 
The value of the property is that certified by the Sur- 
veyor employed by the Office. 


RATE OF INTEREST 
In respect of loans not exceeding £2,000 53 per cent. gross, 
e s in excess of _,, 5t gs pa 
REPAYMENT. 
By means of an Endowment Assurance which dis- 
charges the loan at the end of 15 or 20 years, or at the 
earlier death of the borrower. 


SPECIAL CONCESSION TO ARCHITECTS. 

In the case of houses in course of erection, it has been 
arranged that, provided the Plan and Specification have 
been approved by the Surveyor acting for the Office, 
and the amount of the loan agreed upon, and subject to 
the house being completed in accordance therewith, 
One Hatr of the loan will be advanced on a certificate 
from the Office’s Surveyor that the walls of the house 
are erected and the roof on and covered in. 

NotTe.—In 1928, over £20,000 was loaned to archi- 
tects under this scheme, and as a result over £100 was 
handed to the Benevolent Fund, 

If a quotation is required, kindly send details of your 
age next birthday, approximate value of house and its 
exact situation, to the Secretary Architects’ Benevolent 
Society, 9 Conduit Street, London, W. 





It is desired to point out that the opinions of writers of 
articles and letters which appear in the R.I.B.A. JOURNAL 
must be taken as the individual opinions of their authors ane 
not as representative expression of the Institute. 





R.I.B.A. JOURNAL. 
Dates OF PUBLICATION.—1931:—24 January; 7, 23 
February ; 7, 21 March; 4,18 April; 2, 16 May; 6, 20 June; 
11 July; 8 August; 19 September; 17 October. 








